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» suspend his motion to take up the Post Office 
jill until the joint resolutions were disposed of. 
The joint resolution accepting the camp chest 
of General Washington, and the joint resolution 
if respect for the memory of the donor of the 
amp chest, were read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
taited States of America in Congress assembled, That the 

chest of General George Washington, which he used 

ring the revolutionary war, bequeathed by the last will 

of the late William Sidney Winder to the Congress of the 

paited State, be, and the game is hereby, accepted ; and 

jatthesame be deposited as a precious relic to be preserved 
ig the Department of State. 

Resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives 
take pleasure in recognizing to the family of the late Wil- 
jiam Sidney Winder their high sense of the value of the 

west contained in his will, and in expressing their respect 
jor the memory of the donor. 

The resolutions were then read the second time 

ing to order. : 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, 1 rise to pre- 
gat tothe Senate the camp chest of Washington, 
mentioned in the resolutions which have just been 
gat from the House of Representatives, and to 
express the hope that this body will cordially 
concur in those resolutions. The estimable and la- 
mented gentleman (Mr. Winder) who bequeathed 
Congress this revolutionary relic, was the son 
of the late General Levin Winder, formerly Gov- 


enor of Maryland, frem whom he received it. | 


Governor Winder was himself a soldier of the 
Revolution, and served with distinguished cour- 
age under the immediate command of Washing- 
toa. The men of those times, sir, knew how to 
appreciate the age in which they lived, and how 
to estimate each other. 

To the last moment of his life, Governor Win- 
der’s mind and heart were full of the war of the 
Revolution and its great Commander-in-Chief. 
Heconsidered the war more glorious in its causes 
and conduct, and more important in its conse- 
quences, than all that history had recorded. To 
lin, his chief was the impersonation of all that 
was chivalrous and generous—all that was dis- 
interested, devoted, and virtuous. Nor was he 
mistaken. No public man has ever stood such 
tests as those by which the character of Wash- 
ington was tried and proved. In war and in 
civil administration, in public and in private life, 
spotless brightness surrounds his name—that 
name which has been justly consecrated as ‘‘ first 
in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his 
countrymen.’* Any relic of such a man would 
have great interest for an American. But this 
camp chest, with the plain utensils and simple 
condiments which it contains—the same which 
Washington used throughout the war of inde- 

ndence, and which remain as they were when 
ast used by him—was of double value to his old 
comrade in arms, who had shared with him the 
privations, the dangers, and the glory of that 
great struggle. Hee left it to his son as a precious 
Ee of his patrimony; and that son valuing it as 
is father had done, bequeathed it to Congress. 
Sir, the relics of our past history are few and 
simple. Our nation is too young to possess those 
memorials of great events strewn along the track 
of time, which belong to another hemisphere. 

¢ have no iron crown, to remind us of the 
oppressions of an iron despotism—no ‘towers 
of Julius, by many a foul and midnight murder 
fed.” No moated battlements frown over our 
land, marking the seats of rapine and exaction. 
No eastellated crags look down upon the smiling 
waters of our broad rivers, telling how insolence 
and pride have lorded it over ignominious sub- 
mission. We have not been buried in the dark- 
ness of feudal superstition. We have not been 
conquered and subdued, reconquered and again 
enslaved. Neither Roman nor Saxon, neither 
nor Norman, has made us his prey. There 

are No vestiges on our soil of any iron rule. Our 
colonial existence was that of young Freedom, 
Testrained, indeed, and checked, during nonage, 
ut only for a moment enchained. Our national 
history is that of Freedom full-grown, erect, un- 
shaekeled, self-restrained. It is not surprising, 


then, that the relies of the past with us should be |! troceed to the consideration of the special order. 
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few and simple. That which is now tendered | If the resolutions reported by the Finance Com- 
to us does not—like the sword of Washington, || mittee came in order they would of course be 
which was presented to Congress at its last ses- || taken up. 

sion—bear the blaze of victory with it. It does | Mr. BUCHANAN, in alluding to the remarks 
not tell of royal power cloven down in the fierce || of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Hay- 
strife for freedom. It has a sadder, but not less || woop,] said he was not very aw fait in law; but 
| touching story to tell. It is associated with rec- he certainly was not mistaken in the fact, that it 
ollections of privation and suffering; of want || had been decided by the Supreme Court of the 
approaching to famine; of poverty inalmostevery || United States that Congress could not transfer its 
| form; most patiently, patriotically, and nobly || criminal jurisdiction to the State tribunals. 

borne by the officers, soldiers, and citizens of our Mr. ALLEN desired to say that he hoped Sen- 
country, during the darkest, but, perhaps, the || ators on the other side would extend that courtesy 
proudest period of her history. It tells of disas- || to Senators on this which had always been ex- 
trous reverses heroically sustained, and gloriously || tended by his side to theirs. When the notice 
retrieved. ‘That camp chest, sir, was the com- |} was given yesterday that an appeal would be 
panion of Washington in the memorable retreat || made to the Senate to-day, there was a general 
through the Jerseys. It was with him during |} silence. It was equivalent to a promise that the 
the long and stern winter passed by the army at || indulgence would be allowed. It was no right, 
| the hutted wilderness of Valley Forge. It fol- || of course; but he would ask, as a matter of cour- 
lowed him across the burning plains of Mon- || tesy, that the Senate proceed to consider the res- 
mouth, and was with him at the crowning glory |) olution of the Committee on Finance. 

of Yorktown. Though it be simple and mute, || Mr. BARROW, at considerable length, ex- 
this companionship makes it an eloquent memo- || pressed his views against continuing the discus- 
| rial of the great soldier and patriot, and of that | sion upon this subject. He insisted that the 
| war of principle which he colduden’ so gloriously || Senate, having no right to originate a revenue 
| for himself, and so happily for his country. As || measure of this kind, had no right to discuss a 
such, | hope the Senate will consent to receive || subject that was not properly before it. He be- 
| and preserve it. lieved that two thirds of the members of the Sen- 
The resolutions were then severally read the || ate would, if the question was taken, deny the 
third time, and unanimously passed. | constitutional power of this body to originate this 
| measure. Why, then, should the time of the 
| body be consumed in discussing it? He thought 
it was doing great injustice to the numerous indi- 
| viduals who had claims before the Senate; and 
there were many important bills on the Calendar 
which ought to be considered. It was time that 
teous to any one, and certainly he had no desire || the discussion should cease. When a bill on this 
to be so to the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. || subject originated in the other House, then both 
Bacsy.] He hoped that gentleman would not || discussion and action could be had with propri- 
consider him so. The honorable Senator yester- || ety; and until then the Senate could not act. 
day gave notice that he would to-day call up the The yeas and nays having been called for and 
resolution from the Finance Committee. There ordered on the motion to proceed to the special 
was no acquiescence in this notice on the part of || order, (the consideration of the Post Office bill as 
the Senate. The Post Office bill had been so long || the unfinished business of yesterday,) resulted— 
: the Senate, and so much labor expended || yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 











POSTAGE——-THE TARIFF. 
Mr. MERRICK then renewed his motion to 
take up the Post Office bill; and he did so with a | 


desire to be guided by the judgment of the Senate. 
He was the last man in the world to be discour- 





on it, that he thought it would be much better to | 
proceed with the discussion of that bill. If the 
judgment of the Senate, however, were otherwise, 
ne had nothing to do but acquiesee. 

Mr. McDUFFIE had intended to state, when 
up before, that if the Senate was compelled to take 
up this bill, and the honorable Senator from Ma- 
—— made a speech in answer to every little 
0 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Moorhead, Pearce, 
Porter, Simmons, Upham, and White—20. 

NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Hayw rod, 
| Henderson, Huger, McDutlie, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walker, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—21. 


So the Senate refused to take up the special 
order, 








ection that would be made to it during the 
debate, he would talk his bill to death. 

Mr. HAYWOOD urged as a reason why the | 
bill could not be disposed of to-day, if taken up, Mr. McDUFFIE then moved to take up the 
that there were important provisions in it which || resolution of the Finance Committee proposing 
needed amendment; for instance, the nineteenth |} the indefinite postponement of his bill in relation 
section of the bill conferred upon the State tribu- 
nals jurisdiction over criminal cases arising under 
the United States laws; which power, according 
to the decision in nearly all, if not all, the United 
States courts, Congress had no right to confer 
upon the State tribunals. 

Mr. BUCHANAN accorded in opinion with 
the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Hay- 
woop,] that such had been the decision of the 
United States courts. 


THE TARIFF. 


to the tariff. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped,as the Senate had 
refused to take up this Post Office bill, that it 
would also refuse to take up this resolution—the 
discussion of which could lead to nothing—while 
many subjects of legislation to be disposed of 
were lying on the table, awaiting action. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the motion was 
not debatable. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then called for the yeas 

Mr. MERRICK said that the bill had not yet || and nays on the question of taking up this reso- 
been taken up. The section to which the Sena- || lution. : 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Harwoop] alluded, || ‘The yeas and nays being ordered, resulted— 
was copied from the section of the law as it now yeas 22, nays 19; as follows: 
existed. YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that it was not in Bevan, Rpehinsn, Choate, Fete, Vojee, Bee 

ticular he alluded to. aywood, Henderson, Huger, McDuffie, Semple, 
ms r. SEVIER rose to a question of order; || Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbridge, Woodbury, and 
; : : right—22. 
whether the question to take up a bill was debat- NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Clay- 
able? ton, Crittenden, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, Jar- 

Mr. ALLEN asked if it would be in order to || nagin, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Por- 
amend the pending motion by an amendment to || *?; Upham, and White—19. . 
take up the resolutions reported by the Committee So the Senate decided upon taking up the res- 
on Finance ? olution for further consideration; and it was ac- 

The PRESIDENT said that there was a mis- || cordingly taken up. ae 
take in regard to the pending motion. It was a Mr. BAGBY observed that, understanding it 
motion, not to take up any particular bill, but to || was the wish of his friend from New York [Mr. 
Waicur] to address the Senate, he would, with 
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reat pleasure, if such was his desire, yield the 
lsor to him. 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked that he would accept 
the courtesy of the Senator from Alabama, if it 
was the disposition of the Senate to hear him. 
He spoke thus conditionally, in consequence of 
the manifestation just made of unwillingness to 
proceed with the discussion. 


Mr. W. addressed the Senate for two hours, at | 


the expiration. of which, without having con- 
cluded his remarks, he yielded the floor for the 
purpose of an adjournment being moved. 

{The report of Mr. Wricut’s speech is with- 
held till it can be presented in full. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion, it was agreed that when the Senate 
adjourned it should be to Monday next. 
Phe Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, April 19, 1844. 
On motion of Mr. LYON, it was 
Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to communicate to this House the probable cost per mile 
of surveying the township lines, in the copper mining dis- 


trict, on Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan, and such 
information as he may possess concerning the practicabil- 


ity, expediency, and expense of procuring, in connection | 


with said survey, sufficient geological information toserve 
to define with accuracy the limits and to describe the char- 
acter of said district. 


On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 
sttucted to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill | 
to confirm certain private entries of land in the northwest- | 
ern land district, in the State of Mississippi, named in the | 


accompanying papers. 


THE AMISTAD CASE. 


Mr. WHITE called for the orders of the day. | 


The resoluuon from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, for the printing of ten thousand extra 
copies of the report of that committee, on the sub- 
ject of the tariff, was the first business in order. 
Io this resolution, Mr. Incerso.i, when it was 
before the House on a previous day, moved an 
amendment by the addition of a provision to print 
ten thousand extra copies of the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, respecting the 
Amistad schooner case. 

Mr. WHITE moved the previous question. 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

Mr. BELSER desired a division of the ques- 
tion when the House came to vote on the reso- 
lution. 

The division was not then in order. 


Mr. WHITE asked for the yeas and nays on 


the motion to Jay on the table, which were or- | 


dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 86, nays 
62; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, James 
Black, Bjackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, 


Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cubb, Cullom, | 


Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dilling- 
ham, Droimgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farle», Ficklin, 
Byram Green, Hale, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirk- 
Eesrtok, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, 

aclay, McClelland, McClernard, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Murphy, Norris, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 


Rathbun, David 8S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, | 


Robinson, Russell, St. John, Thomas Hl. Seymour, Simons, 


John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Stiles, | 


Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, 

Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—86. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barrin- 

gor, Barnard, Belser, Bidlack, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 


Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Chilton, Clinch, | 
Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Darrah, Garrett Davis, De- || 
berry, Dellet, Dickey, Ellis, Foot, French, Giddings, Wil- | 


lis Green, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington 


Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, | 


Perley B. Johnson, Marsh, Mclivaine, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Albert Smith, 


Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, | 


Tyler, Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and William 
W right—62. 


So the whole subject was laid on the table. 

A message was received from the Senate, ac- 
companied by various bills which had been passed 
by that body. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. ADAMS, by leave of the House, pre- 
sented a series of resolutions of the Legislature 
of Massachusetts against the annexation of Texas. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. . 























Mr. BRODHEAD asked for the reading of the 
resolutions. 

The Clerk read them accordingly. 
| Mr. ADAMS then moved that the resolutions 
|| be laid on the table, and be printed. 
|| Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL asked if it would be 
|| in order to amend the motion by moving its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 
|| The SPEAKER said it would not be in order, 
| the motion to lay on the table having preference 
| over all others. 

The question was then taken on laying on the 
table and printing, and decided in the affirmative. 


| 
} 
| COLT’S SUBMARINE BATTERY. 
} 





Mr. McKAY offered the following resolution; 
which, by general consent, was considered and 
| agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of War and Navy be re- 
|| quested to communicate to this House the fact whether 
|| the combustible agent used by Mr. Colt was a secret before 
|| he made the same known at the seat of Government; and 
| whether the mode of its application to harbor defense be 
| new; and, if new, what objections there are against its 
| adoption, if objections do exist. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped it would be the pleas- 
| ure of the House to dispose of the documents on 
| the Speaker’s table, of which he understood there 
were several, 
|| TheSPEAKER thencommunicated the follow- 
ing: 

‘A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report in relation to experiments made by 
officer under the direction of the Department, for 
the purpose of testing the strength and utility of 
cannon manufactured from wrought iron; which 
|| letter and report were referred to the Committee 
| on Naval Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
|| ting a report in relation to the importance of a 
|| harbor at Manitowoc, in Wisconsin; which letter 
| and report were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

NAVY-YARD AT MEMPHIS. 


The bill from the Senate to establish a navy- 
|| yard and depot at or near the city of Memphis, 
‘| on the Mississippi river, in the State of Tennessee, 
| was read twice, and referred to the Committee of 


| the Whole on the State of the Union. 


IOWA LFGISLATURE. 


The amendments of the Senate to the bill giv- 
ing the assent of Congress to the holding of an 
extra session of the Legislature of Iowa were read; 
and, on motion of Mr. Coss, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 


PAY OF CLAIMS. 


The amendments of the Senate to the joint res- 
| olution respecting the application of certain ap- 
| propriations heretofore made, were read and con- 
| curred in. 

SAC AND FOX RESERVATIONS. 


The bill from the Senate to repeal the act enti- 
|| tled ** An act directing the survey of the northern 
| line of the reservations for the half breeds of the 
Sac and Fox tribes of Indians, provided for in the 
| treaty of 3d August, 1834,’’ approved March 3, 
|| 1843, was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
|| mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union. 
| 

| 








WILLIAM P. ZANTZINGER. 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, the Committee 
|| of the Whole was discharged from the further 
|| consideration of the joint resolution for the relief 
of William P. Zantzinger, and the same was taken 
up in the House, the question being on its en- 
| grossment. 

The resolution directs the accounting officers 
of the Treasury to audit and settle the accounts 
| of Mr. Zantzinger on principles of justice and 
| equity. 

"ar a discussion, in which Messrs. STEEN- 
ROD, RAMSEY, SMITH, C. JOHNSON, 
|| HALE, PARMENTER, WHITE and BREN- 
|| GLE, took part. 
| Mr. WELLER moved the previous question; 
|| which being seconded, and the main question 
|| ordered, 
|| Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; but 
|| they were not ordered. 
|| . The main question, being on the engrossment 
of the resolution, was taken, and resulted in its 
being decided in the affirmative. 








| opposition to the resolution, moved to 





| on the 





April 19, 
The resolution being read the third tj 
the question being on fs vantage: ird time, ang 
oe of New York, moved to lay it on 
The motion was rejected. 


Mr. PARMENTER, after some remarks in 


: : ost 
its further consideration to this day week, Sy 


The motion was rejected. 
Mr. WELLER moved the previous 
assage of the resolution; whic 
seconded, and the main question ordered, 

Mr. PARMENTER ealled for the yeas ang 
nays, which were ordered; and being taken, py. 
sulted—yeas 102, nays 70. ue 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of tha, 
vote; and on that he called for the previous ques. 
tion. 

Mr. HALE moved a postponement of the con. 
sideration of that motion until to-morrow, 

The SPEAKER decided that motion to be oy, 
of order. 

Mr. HALE then demanded the yeas and nays 
on it. 

The SPEAKER put the question on secondin 
the demand for the previous question; and §j 
voted in the affirmative, and 38 in the negative— 
no quorum voting. 

r. WELLER called for tellers, and they were 
| ordered; and Messrs. Wutre and Burke were 
| appointed; and they reported 73 in the affirmative 

and 46 in the negative. 

So there was a second. 

The main question was also ordered to be put; 
and, on agreeing to the motion, the yeas and nays 
were ordered, and resulted—yeas 72, nays 35, 

So the motion to reconsider was negatived. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 


Mr. MURPHY, with unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a resolution; and it was agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
post route from Brooklyn to Gravesend, in the State of New 

ork. 


Uestion 


being 


IOWA LEGISLATURE. 


On motion of Mr. COBB, the vote taken on the 
bill giving permission to the Legislature of Iowa 
to hold an extra session was reconsidered. 

The amendments of the Senate were then con- 
curred in, and the bill was passed. 


WESTERN HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. DUNCAN called up his motion to recon- 
sider the final vote yesterday on the bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of certain har- 
bors and rivers; and, after a few explanatory ob- 
servations, he moved the previous question on that 
motion. 

The previous question being seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. BELSER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The main question on the reconsideration was 
taken, and resulted—yeas 129, nays 40; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clinch, Cranston, Cross, 
Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickey, Douglas, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Gid- 
dings Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Har- 
din, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John 
P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche Leonard, Lyon, Marsh, Mathews, pe 
McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, Mclivaine, Ed 
J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Patter- 
son, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. 
Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St 
John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Sey- 
mour, Slidell, Albert Sinith, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew 
Stewart, Stone, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Went 
worth, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, W 
wae and Yost—129. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer Belser, Blackwell 
Burke, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dillingham, Drom- 

e, Hale, Haralson, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hu 
ave Johnson, Lewis, Lucas, 
Kay, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, David 8. 
ens 
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ee ——— 
The question then recurred on the engrossment 


ofthe bill; when 
Mr. DUNCAN moved to strike outthe appro- || our internal lakes an 


‘ation for the Illinois river, and demanded the 
yious question. ; : 
Pa fer some conversation on a point of order, 


Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the reading of | 


ill; : 
— which, the question was put on second- 
ing the previous question, and rejected—ayes 61, 


THE CONGR 








| 


| 
i| 
| 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 563 





| wars, all put together; and within the last ten 


| years more American property had been lost on 
* pes than on the great 
| oceans. He had statistics to prove all this, but 
would not now trouble the House to read them. 

Ata former portion of the session, our Mis- 
sissippi friends described the awful losses of life 
| and property on that noble stream; and all the 
| said was just and true. He knewit to be so. His 


_ own constituents had lost their property and their | 


72. 
“> THOMPSON then offered the following | 


lives there, and some since he had come here. He | 
was for the Mississippi under all circumstances— | 





| Look atthe great and growing commerce of 
| those lakes! Behold the canals and railroads 
being built to their towns! And then, sir, count 
| the extent of these lakes, the commerce of which 
| we wish to protect. Lake Erie is two hundred 
/and sixty-five by sixty-thrce miles; Lake St. 


|| Clair, thirty by twenty-eight; Lake Huron, two 


y | 


| hundred and forty by two hundred and twenty; 


|| Saginaw Bay, sixty by thirty; Lake Michigan, 


| three hundred and thirty by seventy. At many 
| places the harbors are now going to decay, and 
appropriations are asked merely to save them. 


eee 


ARR AERIS FE TE 


ssan amendment to the amendment: for pulling out its snags, and improving the Des | he United States mail is carried across the 


Resolved, That the bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Commerce, with instructions that they report separate | 


pills, one for western rivers, and another for lake harbors. 


The SPEAKER said that the amendment was | 


sot in order—the amendment of the gentleman 
fom Ohio being to strike out. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he desired to make an 
smendment to the bill. He understood that the 


yord Illinois; and if he understood the Chair, no 
amendment to this amendment was in order. He 


yished to call the attention of the Chair to the | 
fact that this bill was an entire section; and there- | 


fore, if he moved anything pertaining to it, he | 


should suppose that it was in order. e wished 


now to understand from the Chair whether he | 


could not perfect this clause in some way. 

He then submitted hisamendment tothe amend- 
ment to strike out the Ohio river above the falls 
at Louisville. 

The SPEAKER decided it to be out of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON then moved to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Commerce, with in- 
siructions to report two separate bills—one for 


the improvement of western rivers, and the other | 
This he | 


for the improvement of western lakes. 


| 


found to be the best way tv accomplish his pur- | 


ose. 

: An exciting conversation ensued, in which Mr. 
THOMPSON, Mr. REID of North Carolina, 
Mr. TIBBATTS, Mr. McCLERNAND, Mr. 


STEENROD, Mr. WENTWORTH, Mr. HAR- | 


DIN, Mr. WHITE, and others, participated. 

Mr. WHITE then spoke at some length against 
the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
as the proposition of an enemy of the bill, which 
would send it to the tomb of the Capulets. 

Mr. WENTWORTH was heartily rejoiced at 
the reconsideration of this bill, and he hoped— 
he was confident—it would pass in some shape. 
Like all bills, it could not be expected that it 
would satisfy every one in all its details. For 
one, he represented a city interested in the com- 
merce of all the great streams of this country, 
and, indeed, he might say of the whole world. 
Whatever benefited the commerce of this country 
benefited his constituents, directly or remotely. 
But he was for limiting all appropriations within 
constitutional and economical limits. His con- 
stituents were interested in the improvement of 


the Mississippi and the Ohio and the great lakes. | 


But they were interested in the improvement of 
Illinois more than in either the Mississippi or the 
Ohio, because the commerce of both came through 
that stream; and he believed an improvement for 
that as proper, as imperative, as constitutional, as 
that of the upper Ohio, the Arkansas, or the Mis- 
sourl. But if his favorite stream was stricken 
out, he would not, out of spite, vote against the 
whole bill, nor let it pass without giving any vote, 
much as he should resist such an effort. He 
a vote for the bill, modify it as the House 
t. 

he great objection to the bill is on the score 
ofeconomy. Is this the real state of the case? 
here are the retrenchment men? Mostly among 

e friends of this bill, or that portion residing in 





| 
| 
| 


Moines and Rock Island rapids. 

The proposition now is to divide the lakes and 
rivers. And why? Let the House see where the 
proposition came from, and then look back to the 
votes of his highly esteemed friend on yesterday. 
Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes. He disliked these 
proffers from the enemy. Once get these two 


c | great interests antagonist to each other, and our 
ntleman from Ohio had moved to strike out the || 


opponents have accomplished their object. They 
will stir up a quarrel, wish us both well, be our 
very particular friends, and then laugh in their 
sleeves to see us destroy each other. This is the 
snare set for us, and he hoped the friends of the 
measure would keep out of it. He thought it best 
for both interests to stick together, and combine 
against the common enemy. 


products and merchandise were transported last 
year, with fifty-two hundred miles of coast, two 
thousand of which was a foreign coast. On Lake 
Michigan, with her $10,000,000 of commerce last 
year, there is not a single harbor completed—no, 
not one. And more than this: go from Chicago 
round the straits of Macinac, Saginaw bay, Lake 
Huron, St. Clair, and St. Clair river, to Detroit, 
and you cannot findasingle portinastorm. When 

ou are on the ocean, you can seek safety by 

eeping from the land; but not so on the lakes. 
There go east, west, north, or south, in one of 
those tremendous and destructive gales natural to 
that section, and you are in danger of being 
wrecked. Why, sir, the work of destruction and 
death has already commenced there. 

He thought he had the papers containing the 
facts relative to a single storm; but he had left 
them at his room. However, materially, they 
were as follows: A fleet of some dozen vessels left 





Chicago in the morning, and before night all were | 


scattered on the shore, in vaffous directions. 
Hats, coats, fragments of vessels, and dead bodies, 
strewed the shore. On one or two vessels the loss 
was partial, but on the most, total; though some 
had never been heard from, and probably never 
would be. On one, every soul aboard was lost; 
and from all he could learn, in this single gale of 
one day, $100,000 of property, and fifty persons, 
had gone to destruction. 

Their cargoes consisted of western grain and 
breadstuffs, bound for New York city; and also 
sugar and molasses, that have this year, perhaps, 
come up from New Orleans, through the great 
Mississippi and the Illinois, and were bound for 
Michigan, there to be exchanged for lumber, to 
go back in payment, perhaps, of the original cargo 
itself, at New Orleans. Such is now the extent 
of the Chicago trade. 

And this loss was mostly sustained by his own 
constituents; and yet gentlemen wonder at our 
zeal and enthusiasm. Sir, we are pleading for 
our property and our lives; and we are asking for 
our Government to do for us what she is bound 
to do by every reasonable consideration; and yet 
there shall be nothing unconstitutional in it, noth- 
ing repugnant to the principles of our republican 
forefathers, or of our republican Presidents. Gen- 
eral Jackson, Mr. Van Buren, and Mr. Tyler, 


y 
Now for the lakes, over which $100,000,000 of | 








lakes by Government contract from Buffalo to 
Detroit, and also from St. Joseph to Chicago. In 
the latter case he had known the people to be 
without mails for a whole week, in consequence 
of the inability of the mail-boat to leave or make 
a harbor, such was the impending danger from 
the beach and sand-bars. And, in the former, 
more or less delay from poor harbors is frequent. 

Sir, on the whole, it is better that all the sail- 
ors in the lost vessels should have been lost, than 
that they should have lived in a wounded, sick, 
or destitute condition, as things now are. The 
sailors have been paying twenty cents each month 
out of their hard earned wages as hospital money; 
| and yet there is not a hospital on the upper lakes 
—no, notone. It has beensaid that the West is 
putting its hands into the Government’s pocket 
too deep. Mr. W. thought Government had been 
putting its hands too deep into the poor sailors’ 
pocket. It had got money from them which had 
never been paid back. Worse than this, after 
getting their money, it left them to the charity of 
the world, to die in destitution and suffering, 
| sometimes in poor-houses, and sometimes in the’ 
| 


streets. There is now the sum of $5,000 in the 
| national ‘T'reasury belonging to the hospital fund, 
and yet sailors prefer sinking with their vessel 
to running the risk of protection on shore, if left 
with seriously injured limbs or constitution, 
When will that money be paid back to them? 
They may never pea it more than now, On 
| Lake Michigan not the first sailor has had relief 
| from the hospital fund, and yet its sailors have 
contributed largely to it. 

This Government builds and mans forts to pro- 
tect our lake commerce in time of war; but these 
forts amount to but very little unless we have 
habors; since a single hour’s gale might wreck a 
whole fleet of war vessels, and thus do us all the 
fatal damage we could expect from our worst 
enemy. Government is now keeping ? a fort 
| at Mackinac, to be ready, he supposed, for war. 
| That fort had been taken by the enemy in every 
war thus far, and such might be the case again, 
though he thought not. But the best defense the 
commerce of the lakes could have was good hare 
bors. They were capable of protecting in peace 
against that most dreadful and instantaneous war 
—the war of the elements; and in the war of men 
they would furnish places to build new and repair 
old vessels, which the chivalrous sons of the West 
would never allow taken. His constituents pre- 
ferred harbors over forts, cannon, or soldiers. As 
a friend to the lakes and a friend to the rivers, he 
was willing to modify the bill in any reasonable 
manner; but he feared a division. He still would 
adhere to the old motto—* united we stand, di- 





|| vided we fall.”’ 


One word to his Democratic friends, and he 
had done. Jackson was considered a good Dem- 
| ocrat, and so was Van Buren. Their faith he 
_ had never heard disputed. They signed appro- 
| priations for all such works; and they were con- 
sidered national and not local. And it is no use 
for persons to pretend to be more Democratic 
| than they were. The course marked out by 
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have signed bills for appropriations of this sort; || sundry gentlemen here he considered ruinous in 4 
the West. He had voted for every proposition || and he believed they all approved of such works. || the highest degree. He well remembered when ' 
of retrenchment and reform that had come up || He feared no taunts from any one about extrav- | the appropriation bill failed under a former Ad- : 
during this session. Enough had been saved, by || agance. His votes would speak his principles on || ministration at the session of 1838-39; and he 
retrenching our Army and Navy, to exceed the || this subject. His motto was: ‘ Be just, and fear || never wished to see such an excitement again. 
amount of two such bills as this. He called him- || not.” ety proposition in this bill having claims || It seemed a ruinous blow aimed directly at the 


self a retrenchment man in every shape the sub- 
jectcould come up. This measure was a retrench- 
ment measure, and, as such alone, was worthy of 
Support. Pass this bill, _ oe only saves 
vernment property, but individual property b 
hundreds of loithcns; and human hives b the 
thousands. By various accidents on our fakes 
and rivers, more lives have been lost than in the 
revolutionary war, the last war, and our Indian 


in justice he was for adhering to. On the lakes, 
from Chicago to Buffalo, and from Buffalo to Lake 
Champlain, he could speak from a knowledge of 
all the points. He had been at them all, and they 
were demanded for the protection of our com- 
merce. All were old works save one—that at 
Sandusky—and he considered that appropriation 
demanded by military as well as commercial con- 
siderations. 


whole western commerce. And when the pro 

erty of the Government was put up for sale—the 
dredging machine and other untensils——as a party 
man, he blushed and hung his head. His oppo- 
nents cried ‘‘ruin”’ in every direction, and pre- 
dicted that that was but the commencement of 
his party’s ruinous measures. Though it was4 
sectional and not a party measure, yet it was, In- 
deed, a “ruinous” one. Some of these worka 
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have been commenced again, and the first ap- 
propriations have been nearly exhausted in get- 
ting the necessary machinery, the rock, and the 
timber; and we now want another appropriation 
to go owwith the work. And shall we not have 
it at this very session of Congress, and thus de- 
feat the ‘‘ ruinous ”’ prediction of our opponents? 
Stop the works now, on the eve of another elec- 
tion, again sell out the machinery, and, with re- 
newed force, you put not only the ery of **ruin”’ 
in their mouths, but jeopard our whole commerce, 
and expose it to the full sweep of those pitiless 
tempests which have so often strewed our shores 
with wrecks of vessels and lifeless bodies. Let 
us pass this bill now, and, by a strong vote, put 
an end to such ruinous predictions, and so avert 
such ruinous realities. 

Mr. HARDIN made a few remarks, depre- 
cating the proposition for excluding the Illinois 
river; and contended that there was no principle 
sanctioning the other appropriations in the bill, 
which did not sanction the appropriation for the 
Illinois. He was as little disposed as any gentle- 
man to enter into an eXtravagant system of in- 
ternal improvements that would bankrupt the 
Treasury; but he would make reasonable appro- 
priations for the improvement of our rivers, for 
the protection of commerce; and in doing so, he 
would act impartially, and notexclude one object 
equally as deserving as the others. 

Mr. H. referred to several appropriations made 
during the administrations of General Jackson 
and Mr. Van Buren, which were for objects as 
much local as the Illinois river; and instanced the 
appropriations for Cape Fear river, the Hudson 
river,and the Dismal Swamp canal. Ali these 
objects, he contended, were not more constitu- 
tional than the Illinois river; and he hoped that 
the rule which sanctioned appropriations for these 
would be applied to the Illinois. 

Mr. BELSER assured the Chair that, in the 
present disposition of the House to take the ques- 
tion, he would notdetain them aslongas he wished; 
but should reserve to himself the privilege of 
writing out his remarks in full; for he viewed this 
as one of the most important questions that could 
come before Couvress at the present session. It 
was neither more nor less than the question 
whether the old exploded system of internal im- 
provements was to be revived by a Democratic 
Congress; and if it was, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts in his eye [Mr. Apams] would have 
good reason to rejoice at the restoration of his 
wrinciples by the party which had defeated him. 

le was for doing justice to every politician, and 
to every section of the country; and was not so 
intolerant as to deny to any man whatever bene- 
fit or good might result from his acts. He was, 
therefore, for giving to the gentleman from Mas- 
saahusetts all the benefit that might result from 
the revival of his system. 

Iie differed from the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Hotmes] in his views in regard to 
the power of this Government to make appropri- 


ations for the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; and if | 


this bill passed, it would be on the foundation 
laid by that gentleman. He noticed the dexterity 
with which the gentleman from Indiana laid hold 
of the speech of the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMES begged the gentleman to yield 
the floor, which was done. Mr. H. then 
the gentleman to meet his argument directly. For 
on yurpose Mr. H. restated his argument thus: 
the 


and not in the United States; that the 
States had a right of way, a usufruct in the IIli- 
nois river, but had no right of soil or proprietary 


right, and therefore could not make improvement; | 


but that the proprietary right, and the usufruct 


sissipi, and therefore if the United States could 
not improve that river, it could not be improved 
at all, and a great highway might be stopped up 
by an accumulation of sand or snags, and the 
commerce of the West be destroyed. This led 
to an absurdity. Now, my position is fully and 


clearly stated, and I defy the gentleman to get | 


over it. 

Mr. HARDIN asked the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Berser,] before he resumed his re- 
marks, to allow him to set the gentleman from 


South Carolina right on a matter of fact. The ! 


_law of this country in regar 
| rivers. 
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Jnited States have no right to improve a | 
river which is confined in a State, because the || 
proprietary right and jurisdiction are in the State, | 


United 1 
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propery right over the Illinois river was in the 


nited States. Our land titles go to low water 
mark; but the property of the river is in the 
United States. He would refer to the clause in 
the ordinance, providing that all the waters run- 
ning into the great lakes and the Missisippi 
should be made free, and remarked that this ap- 

lied to the Illinois river, for in the high water 
eee went from it into the lakes. 

Mr. BELSER should, at a proper time, in the 
course of his argument, endeavor to set the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina right on the common 

d to its navigable 
He intended to vote against the harbor 
bill, and also against the appropriation of $5,000 
for the harbor of Mobile, a harbor which had 
been in existence as long as he had lived, and had 
been putin the bill for the purpose of getting votes 
from that section of the country. He stood here 
ov principle, and he avowed it openly, that he 
could see no distinction between appropriations 
for the Ohio and Mississippi, and the Illinois 
river, unless on the ground of expediency. It 
might resolve itself into the question of the safety 
of the lives and property, like that of the acquisi- 
tion of a territory to secure them from foreign 
aggression, but could not rest on other grounds. 

Mr. HOLMES asked the gentleman if he did 
not give up the whole constitution question when 
he resorted to the doctrine of salus populi suprema 
lex ? 

Mr. BELSER said he should come to that pres- 
ently. He was for plain, direct legislation; and 
whenever a measure could not stand on its own 
strength, but required to be connected with others 
to carry it through, he would oppose it. He 
wished to be understood on this question as im- 
pugning the motives of no man. He did not mean 
to say that gentlemen had acted improperly in 
connecting so many various objects together; but 
he must say that there was danger in a combina- 
tion of these objects; and, as a Representative, he 
had a right to point it out. Here were the States 
provided for in this bill. The States to be pro- 
vided for were numerous; there were Ohio, and 


| New York, and Pennsylvania, and Michigan, and 
Indiana, and Illinois, and Kentucky; and there 
| was also one Territory—W isconsin—which stood 


ona somewhat different footing; and the appro- 
priations for these works amounted to nearly a 
million dollars. The States were entitled to Rep- 
resentatives wletch would give them one hundred 
and thirteen votes on this floor—being a majority 
of the whole House. He commented on this fact, 
and on the liability that existed amongst men of 
being misled when the interests of the section of 
country which they represented were involved, 
and proceeded to read an extract from President 
Jackson’s sixth annual message on the subject, 
to show the fejehtful condition to which this coun- 
try might be brought if this system should prevail. 

He next noticed the remarks of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Dovcias,] in the course of 
which that gentleman had said that he was sus- 
tained by the opinions of Madison and other Pres- 
idents of the United States; and proceeded to con- 


| tend that he was not so sustained, and then to 
| draw the distinction between local and national 


works. He was understood to oppose all these 


|| appropriations, though he might be induced to 
efied | 


vote appropriations for such streams as the Mis- 
sissippi, as the work of expediency. 

He alluded to the Texas question in illustration 
of his argument, and because it was yesterday 
brought into this discussion by a gentleman from 
Michigan, (Mr. McCrietianp.} For sucha pur- 
pose as the annexation of Texas, he would vote 


| money outof the Treasury, because his policy of 
| expediency for the protection of the rights and 


property and lives of the citizens of a portion of 


ttl || this country, and the interests of all, would be 
of the United States were commpeen ares the Mis- | 


secured thereby. He had voted to refund the fine 
imposed on General Jackson, because he believed 
conscientiously that the act for which the fine was 
imposed was done in his endeavor to preserve 


| human life, and protect the soil and honor of his 


country ; and he read an extract from one of Jef- 
ferson’s messages to show that the acquisition of 
Louisiana was made under such circumstances of 


| the wiry as required it, and made it expedient. 


He deemed it expedient that the country should 
reannex Texas to its territory, and stated various 
grounds involving the commerce and prosperity 
of the West. 


| that the property of the South might be 
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Mr. HOLMES and Mr. MeCLELLAN 
made some explanatory statements. 

Mr. BELSER then argued that slay 
guarantied to the southern States, as one of 4 
compromises on which the Constitution ~ 
based; and this Government would be unfaithrs 


to the South, if it did not protect its rights; = 


> Protected 
it was necessary that we should have ‘Lexa.’ 


Suppose, for instance, a foreign Power Opposed 
to slavery got possession of Texas, and abolitio 
doctrines were implanted there: he asked the Re , 
resentatives from Louisiana, and Mississippi mr 
Arkansas, on this floor, what their slaye sees 
erty would be worth? Why, they would A 
to guard it as they now guard their sheep in the 
western forests from the wolves, Suppose the 
British Government took possession of Texas: 
and suppose that Government were to engage in 
a war with this country, with an abolition part 
placed there, with the command of the wa 
there, and with an influence by which they could 
send down upon us savage Indian tribes to toma. 
hawk our people: he asked if it would not be the 
soty of this Government to expend money, and 
of Congress to appropriate it, to protect the lives 
and liberties and property of the people ? the three 
great objects for which the Declaration of |p. 
dependence and the Constitution were framed, 
[Some explanations were here made between Mr, 
Betser and Mr. Wenrwortu.} He believed 
there was a good deal of money expended on the 
Cumberland road before it stopped; but if this 
was to be the argument, any scheme, however 
wild it might be, had only to pass through one 
Congress, and the succeeding one was bound to 
carry itthrough. As the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] said, he was willing to be 
taxed for all necessary objects, but he was not 
willing to be taxed for such measures as would 
grow up out of this bill. Did gentlemen suppose 
that it would stop here? No; pass this bill, and 
by the next session of Congress it would grow 
up to that vast system of internal improvements 
which was arrested by the veto of General Jack- 
son. Suppose you were to appropriate only 
$10,000,000 for internal improvements: where 
was the money to come from? You cannot raise 
more than $30,000,000 by direct taxation. You 
cannot get money unless you get it out of the 
people’s pockets. He thought gentlemen who 
were in favor of a high protective tariff had the 
best reason to go for this bill, and they reason in 
this way: the more money you expend for inter- 
nal improvements, the greater will be the neces- 
sity for high taxes. Here was a combination of 
interests that would run together naturally. The 
tariff man said that, if he got the protection, he 
was satisfied; and the internal-improvement man 
said that, if he got the money to expend, he was 
satisfied. He had seen a great deal of these in- 
provements of rivers, and he believed that, for 
all the good that was done, Congress mighit as 
well take the money and throw it into the river. 
The money got iato the hands of a few men, and 
was expended in a certain round where it was no 
doubt beneficial to that section, but no permanent 
good had resulted from it. 
Mr. TIBBATTS observed that it was with 
great reluctance he trespassed on the indulgence 
of the House at this late hour of the day; but he 
had heard some arguments used, in the course of 
this debate, which he felt bound to reply to. He 
could not agree that the doctrines advanced by 
the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Ruett| 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Betser} 
were the doctrines of the Democratic party on the 
subject of internal improvements. He would ask 
these gentlemen where they got the authority for 
making appropriations to protect foreign com- 
merce, if they did not find it in the same clause 
which gave the power to protect the internal 
commerce of the States? The constitution gave 
Congress the power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes. Now, he would show 
what he believed to be the doctrines-of the Dem- 
ocratic party on the subject of internal improve 
ments. He dad often been obliged to meet such 
doctrines on the stump in Kentucky as he had 
heard to-day; and he repudiated them as not be- 
longing to the party. Ifthe Government did not 
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possess the power to improve rivers and harbors, 
to protect the commerce and the lives of the citl- 
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ns, it was not worth astraw. Even while this 
subject had been under debate, a boat belonging 

one of bis constituents had been buried in the 
Mississippi, carrying down with it twenty or 
thirty passengers, and a large and valuable cargo. 
Now, if the Constitution id not authorize the 
Government to provide against such calamities, 
; did not authorize it to protect the country 


against invasion or domestic violence. 
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| 


| 
| 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

Mr. FRENCH obtained permission to with- | 

draw the papers of John Baker, asking for an | 
increase of pension, from the files of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS obtained permission to with- | 

draw certain peperts asking for a pension, from | 

| 


the files of the House. 


the petition of William Champe, and the other 


| 
} 
He would now proceed to show what he con- |; heirs of Sergeant Major John Champe, for com- | 
sidered to be the doctrines of the Democratic | 1 | 


ensation for services performed during the revo- | 


pny premising that, though he did not pin his || lutionary war; and the same was referred to the 
jt 


ith to any man’s sleeve, nor make use of the 
authority of great names in the absence of sound 
yd legitimate argument, yet he did not rely so 
yholly on his own judgment as to set itup above 
the opinions of the sages and patriots of the 
country. Mr. T. here sent up to the Clerk’s 
able, and caused to be read by him, several ex- 
tracts from the messages of Presidents Madison, 
Monroe, and Jackson. , 

Mr, T. then said that the system of internal 
improvements was commenced under the admin- 
istration of Mr. Monroe, and was followed up by 
the administration of Mr. Adams, and that the 
last named President quoted the message of the 
former in supportof the system he recommended. 
He would do Mr. Adams’s administration the jus- 
tice to say that they did commence the system, 
though they carried it out to an extravagant ex- 
tent. 

Mr. T. then sent up to the Speaker another 
message Of President Adams, which was read; 
aller which he gave way to 

Mr. SCHENCK, on whose motion the House 
adjourned, 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
tothe reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of New Jersey: The memorial of 
John Chadwick and one hundred and eighty others, citi- 
yensof Newark, New Jersey, protesting against any reduc- 
tion of the existing tariff. Also, the memorial of J. M. 
Lindsley and fifty-four others, citizens of Orange, Essex 
county, New Jersey, protesting against any reduction of 
the existing tariff law. 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of Franklin 
county, Virginia, in relation to post offices and post roads 
in their vicinity. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, April 20, 1844. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, as soon as the Journal 


had been read, said he desired permission to make 
an explanation which was personal to himself. 
He hoped the unanimous consent of the House 
would be granted. [Cries of ‘*Goon!’’] A few 
moments since a friend had called his attention to 
aparagraph in the National Intelligencer, in which 
he was represented as having used the name of 
God in the most profane manner on the floor of 
this House. Now, as well might the various gen- 
tlemen here, who have pronounced eulogies on 
their deceased friends, be accused of profanity, 
when, under such circumstances, they used the 
name of the Deity. It would be recollected by 
the House that, in the course of the debate yes- 
terday on the bill for the improvement of certain 
harborsand rivers, he made some remarks in favor 
of the objects intended to be provided for by the 
bill; and having received a letter .from a friend, 
communicating to him the intelligence that his 
neighbors and constituents, to the number of from 
forty to fifty, had meta watery grave on the lake, 
he confessed he spoke under considerable excite- 
ment. In speaking of that ruin and devastation 
which overspread the lake—a ruin which involved 
both life and property—the words ‘‘ my God”’ 
id occur, in no profane, but in a devout sense, 
a8 a part of a sentence, and not as an exclamation 
even; but the National Intelligencer had repre- 
sented him—and why he au not conjecture, as 
he said nothing like it—as saying, ‘* by God,” 
profanely. a hapad no gentleman in this House 
would consider him capable of coming into this 
ouseand using profane language, and especially 
under such solemn, and to him very painful cir- 
cumstances. He should despise himself if he had 
doneso. Having made thisexplanationphe would 
not detain the House further than to express the 
hope that those who had done him the injustice— 
and-he had a right to presume it was uninten- 
Uonal—of which he complained, would now re- 


— their error by giving publicity to his expla- 
halion. 





PAY OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, from the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills, reported a joint resolution 
respecting the application of certain appropria- 
tions heretofore made, and it was signed by the 
Speaker. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked permission to present 

certain resolutions from the Legislature of the 


| State of Georgia against the proposition of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts for an amendment 


to the Constitution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he would not object 
on condition that there would be no debate. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested to the gentle- 
man from Georgia to move to lay the resolutions 
on the table, and that they be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he desired that they 
should be referred to a select committee of nine, 
and that they be printed. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that they be laid on 
the table, and printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS hoped they woull be al- 
lowed to take the course of others of a like char- 
acter. 


The reading of the resolutions were called for; | 


and they were read accordingly. 


The SPEAKER put the question on Mr. Jouy- | 


son’s motion, which had precedence. 
Mr. STEPHENS called for a division; and 62 
voted in the affirmative, and 57 in the negative. 
They were accordingly laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUNISHMENT OF COUNTERFEITERS. 

Mr. PHCENIX desired permission to offer a 
resolution directing the Judiciary Committee to 
inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill on 
the subject of the punishment of counterfeiters; 
but objection was made, and it was not received. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the orders of the 


| day; which, for the morning hour, was the call 





ooo — 


for reports from committees. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Josiah Dillon, late 
assistant quartermaster general; which was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. KING, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of 
John Sands; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 

He also made an adverse report on the petition 
of Charles Stoddard; and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported a bill to confirm cer- 
tain private entries of land in the northwestern 
land district of Mississippi; which was read twice, 
and committed; and the map accompanying the 
same was referred to the Committee on Engrav- 
ing. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House was discharged from 
the bill for a survey of Red river, and it was com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. . 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committce on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Lewis C. Sartori; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, from the Committee for 
District of Columbia, reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for repaving and repairing a portion 
of Pennsylvania avenue; which was read twice. 

Mr. F. moved that it be committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McDOWELL inquired how much the bill 
appropriated, and was informed that the sum was 


Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
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At the request of several gentleman the bill was 
read; and it appeared that it proposed to appro- 
priate $28,000 for the purpose designated, to be 
expended under the direction of. the Secretary of 
War, who shall appointa competent officer of the 
engineer corps to superintend the work. The bill 
provides that the portion of the averue lying be- 
tween west First street and west Fifteenth street 
shall be repaired and repaved in three parallel 
strips; the center strip to be forty feet wide, and 
covered with gravel; and the side parallel strips 
to be thirty-four feet wide, and paved with small 
oval stones not larger than three inches in diam- 
eter. [t also appropriates, for repairing and grav- 
eling Pennsylvania avenue from Seventeeth street 
to the bridge over Rock creek, and making proper 
gutters and drains to carry off the water trom the 
same, the sum of $6,000; and for repairing the 
road from the Capitol to the avenue and to the 
congressional burying-ground, $4,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings; and the whole to be done 
under contract obtained by published proposals. 

Mr. PETTIT remarked that the Faced had 
already decided this matter in substance, and 
therefore he moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

* Mr. BARNARD then called for the reading of 
the bill. : 

Mr. WELLER objected, it having been read 
already. 

Some remarks were made by Mr. BARNARD 
and Mr. SUMMERS. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, requested the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to withdraw the motion, to 
give him an opportunity to make some remarks. 

Mr. PETTIT consented, on condition that the 
gentleman from Tennessee would renew the mo- 
tion when he had finished. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
it was decided in the negative—yeds 74, nays 83. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK then renewed his motion 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; which motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled ‘* An act for the relief of William 
McPherson,”’ reported the same without amend- 
ment; which bill was committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported the following 
bills; which were severally read twice, and re- 
ferred: 

A bill for the relief of Anna Hunter, widow of 


|| Robert Hunter; and 


A bill for the relief of Nancy Wilson, widow 
| of Captain William Wilson. 

On motion of Mr. McILVAINE, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of Elizabeyh Graves; and the 
same was laid on the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, made a report in the case of 
William McCauley, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, made adverse reports upon the pe- 
titions of William Turney, Leonard Swallow, and 
Samuel Lusk; which were laid upon the table. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the resolution of the 

House, in relation to an appropriation for a sur- 

vey of a Macadamized road from the national road 

near Laurel Hill to the harbor of Erie; and also 
from the several petitions upon that subject; and 
that the said resolution and petitions be laid upon 





the table. 

After a few words from Mr. BUFFINGTON, 
the committee was discharged from the memo- 
rials—71 voting in the affirmative, and 50 in the 
negative; and the question recurred on laying 
them on the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 110, nays 66; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Belser, Benton, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bow- 
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dn, Brengie, Witliam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Culiom, Dana, Dan- 
sel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dil- 
tingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Eimer, Far- 
jee, French, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, 
Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerfield, James B. Hunt, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Ardrew Ken- 
nedy, Labranehe, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, Mathews, Mc- 
Causien, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, MeConneil, 
McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, 
Russell, St. John, Senter, ‘Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 





&tetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Summers, Taylor, || 


Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams. 
Woodward, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—110. 

NAYS8—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bidlack, James 
Biack, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Clitch, 
Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Dickey, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, Harper, 


R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Periey B. Jonson, John P. 
Kenriedy, Daniel P. King, Mclivaine, Marsh, Edward J. 


y 
Morris, Moree, Moseley, Nes, Patterson, Phenix, Elisha | 


R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, 
Rodney, Rogers, Semple, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Thompson, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Wethered, White, and 
W inthrop—66. 
So they were laid on the table. ; 
The SPEAKER announced that the morning 


hour had expired. 


POST OFFICE AND NAVAL BILLS. 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of going into the Committee of the 
Whole on the naval and Post Office Department 
appropriation bills. 

r. VANCE called for the yeas and nays, and 
chey were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 88, nays 91. 

So the vee were not suspended. 


WESTERN HARBORS BILL. 

Mr. VANCE moved that the House resolve it- 
velf intoa Committee of the Whole on private bills, 
‘this being ro bill day. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to suspend the 
niles, so as to take up the bill making appropria- 
ions for the improvement of certain western har- 
sors and rivers. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked if the motion would 
jot require a vote of two thirds? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and on taking the 
pee it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 

20, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Baker, Barnard, Ben- 
ton, Bidlack, Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buflington, Burke, 
Caldwell, Cary, Carroll, Causin, Dana, Garrett Davis, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Jon W. Davis ae es Doug- 
las, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, ‘arlee, Ficklin, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, French, Giddings, Willis Green Byram 
Green, Grinnell, Haralson, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hughes, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, 
Jenks,Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, 
John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Leonard, 
Lyon, Mathews, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Moseley, 
Murphy, Owen, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Emery D. 
Pouer, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, 
Reding, Relfe, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Rus- 
sell, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Slidell, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyier, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, 
William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—120. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Bel- 
ser, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Brengle, 
Burt, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Cullom, Daniel, Deberry, Dro le, Foster, Grider, 
Hale, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbeli, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Lucas, Maclay, Marsh, Mclivaine, McKay, 
Morse, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Pratt, David S. Reid, Rhett, Ritter, John ‘T. Smith, 
Stephens, Taylor, ‘Thompson, Vance, Woodward, and 
Ypst—59. 

So the rules being suspended, the bill making 
appropriations for certain harbors and rivers was 
taken u 


>. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, who had the floor from yes- 
terday, observed that, before he proceeded with 
his remarks, he wished to notice and correct an 
error into which the reporter had fallen who gave 
a sketch of his remarks in yesterday’s Globe. He 
was made to say in that report: 

** Even while this subject had been under debate, a boat 


|| in support of the system he recommended. 
|| Mr. Adams’s administration the justice to say that they did 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








Mississippi, carrying down with it twenty or thirty passen- 
gers, and a large and valuabie cargo. Now, if the Consti- 
tution did not authorize the Government to provide against 
such calamities, it did not authorize it to protect the coun- 
try against invasion or domestic violence.”’ 


this Government did not possess the power to im- 
prove the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, to save 
the people navigating them from such calamities 
as were daily reaching their ears, and to improve 
our harbors so as to protect our commerce, such 
| a Government was not worth having. He was 
| further incorrectly reported as saying: 

| That the system of internal improvements was com- 
| 


menced under the administration of Mr. Monroe, and was 
followed up by the administration of Mr. Adams, and that 


|| the last named President quoted the nessage of the former 


| 


He would do 


| not commence the system, though they carried It out to an 


|| extravagant extent.’’ 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Chartes J. Ingersoll, Joseph | 


His remark was, that the preliminary steps for 
/a system of internal improvements were taken 
under the administration of Mr. Monroe, by the 
passage of the act of 30th April, 1844, for making 
| surveys, examinations, &c. 

He then reminded the House that he had yes- 
| terday caused various extracts from Mr. Madison 
| and others to be read; and he would now proceed 
| to give some of the conclusions which he had drawn 
| from them. From Mr. Madison’s works he de- 
rived the conclusions: 

1. That Mr. Madison believed that the General 
Government possesses the constitutional power 
to make ene for internal improvements 
of a national character, and that this could best be 
done by national authority; and that the General 
Government ought to give its attention to the es- 
tablishing of such improvements throughout the 
country for reasons of political economy, of pub- 
lic utility, and for the honor of the Government, 
| guided by a wise and enlarged patriotism, and for 
‘the political effect’? of these facilities of inter- 
communication, in bringing and binding together 
the various parts of our extended Confederacy. 

2. That Mr. Monroeclassed ** theimprovement 
| of the country by roads and canals, proceeding 
always with a constitutional sanction,’’ as hold- 
ing a distinguished place among other interests 
of high importance recommended by him to the 
consideration of Congress. That Mr. Monroe 
denied that Congress had the ‘* power to establish 
turnpikes, with gates and tolls,and to enforce the 
collection of tolls by penalties,’’ because he con- 








execute a complete system of internal improve- 
ments,’’ which latter power he, in his first annual 
message, had denied to have been conferréd by 
the Constitution upon Congress. What idea Mr. 
Monroe attached to the word ** system”’ he does 
not define, and has left us to conjecture; but he 
leaves us in no doubt as to his belief in the con- 
stitutional power of Congress to make appropri- 
ations for the making of roads and canals of ‘‘a 
general, not local—national, not State, charac- 
ter,”’ for the purpose of uniting and bringing more 





closely together the North with the South, and 
the East with the West—* the jurisdiction remain- 
ing with the States.’’ 

hat preliminary to greatand lasting works of 
public improvements, surveys of roads, examin- 
ations for the course of canals, and labors forthe 
removal of obstructions of rivers and harbors, 
were commenced by the act of Congress of the 
30th of April, 1824, under the administration of 
Mr. Monroe. 

That the administration of Mr. Adams, in car- 
rying out the objects of the act of the 30th of 
April, 1824, was believed by the Democratic party 
to have broken down the barriers to the exercise 
of the power which had been prescribed by the 
preceding Administration, by the exercise of the 
power for objects of local, not general—State, and 
not national—character; and by a course of legis- 
lation calculated to continue and increase the 
public debt, or make additional taxation neces- 
sary; and to draw the country into a corrupt and 
corrupting system of wild and extravagant ex- 
penditure; which was arrested by President Jack- 
son by hiscelebrated Maysville road and Wabash 
vetoes, and the exercise of the power by Con- 
— again brought back to the limits laid down 

y Mr. Monroe, as prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion, and the exercise of that constitutional power 
confined by landmarks within a reasonable, pru- 


belonging to one of his constituents had been buried inthe |! dential expenditure of the public moneys. 


He wished to be understood as saying that if 


sidered that this implied ‘*a power to adopt and | 





April 20, 


We find the principles laid down b 


SS a as 
Jackson to be, that— y President 


1. Cofigress has no power to ma 
improvements within the limits of a State assy 
ing the right of territorial jurisdiction; nop 

. Of appropriating money in aid of such work 
local in their character, when carried on bya State 
or by a company, in virtue of State authority. 
the State retaining the jurisdiction; but ys 

3. That Congress possesses the constitutional 
power to appropriate money for improvements 
of a particular class, namely: for lizht-houses 
beacons, buoys, public piers, and for the remoys| 
of sand-bars, sawyers, and other temporary and 
= impediments in our navigable rivers and 

arbors.’’ 

Such were the principles laid down by Prosi. 
dent Jackson, the great leader of the Democratic 

arty; here he fixed his stakes; here he prescribed 

is landmarks of the constitutional power of Cop. 
press here he fixed his standard, and unfolded 

is banner; and on this issue he staked his politi. 
calexistence. The Democracy of the land rallied 
to his support; around these principles the battle 
was fought, and the country sustained him by an 
overwhelming majority. Such, then, were fixed 
to be the principles of the Democratic party, and 
with them the action of the Government has con- 
formed ever since. 

The Maysville veto was upon a question of 
constitutional power. In the Wabash veto, the 
constitutional power as to the particular improve- 
ment was conceded, but the measure vetoed on 
the score of expediency, and expedienc only, 
The Illinois is in the same category. ao not 
doubt in the least degree the constitutional power 
of Congress to make appropriations for the im- 
provement of its navigation. I do not doubt that 
such an improvement is of a national character, 
and of national importance, and will find no diff- 
culty in voting for the bill with the Illinois river 
in or out of it. 

He then appealed to several gentlemen on this 
floor to permit this bill to pass, by withdrawing 
their projects, which could not be carried, but 
which obstructed the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM next obtained the floor, and, 
after some introdvctory remarks, proceeded to 
remark on the extraordinary appropriations which 
this bill proposed to make, amounting, as they 
did, to near a million dollars—appropriations 
which he held to be both inexpedient and uncon- 
stitutional. He replied briefly to some positions 
assumed by one of the gentlemen from Maryland, 
{[Mr. Breneue,] and then examined that clause 
of the Constitution under which it was assumed 
that Congress possessed the power to make these 
appropriations. 

r. C. continued his argument, denying that 
there was any grant of power to make internal 
improvements. But it was said that the power 
to make these internal improvements arise out of 
that provision in the constitution which gave to 
Congress power to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations, and between the States, and with 
the Indian tribes. Now, what did the people of 
the States, in making this grant of power, intend? 
They intended to part with the power to make 
negotiations with dorvign nations on the subject 
of commerce; and they intended to part with the 
power to pass laws prescribing the rules for car- 
rying on commerce between the States and with 
the Indian tribes. They intended to give this 
power to the Government, but not the power to 
make harbors or clear out rivers, any more than 
to build ships, steamboats, or any other vehicles 
in which commerce is to be carried. The mean- 
ing of the words ‘to regulate commerce,” was 
not to provide the means of carrying on com- 
merce, but to make rules and regulations pre- 
scribing the manner of carrying it on with foreign 
nations, between the States, and with the Indian 
tribes. He challenged the friends of this meas- 
ure to meet the question fairly. He challenged 
them to show that the clause in the constitution 
he had referred to meant anything more than to 
make the rules for carrying on commerce. He 
had heafd no gentleman who was in favor of 
these improvements, take up this constitutional 
question, and argue it upon principle. On the 
contrary, failing in argument, they resorted to 
precedents, which was tacitly confessing the 
weakness of their cause. He was opposed to 
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be everywhere in the Constitution, and yet to 
have no location. f 

Mr. DANIEL observed that he did not regret 
that this debate had sprung up, but he regretted 
that there should exist in the party to which he 
iglonged a diversity of opinion not only on this 
subject of internal improvements, but on the sub- 


pinion, he saw the elements of weakness in his 
party No man of observation could fail to per- 
ive this fact. We have been taunted by gen- 
emen of the opposite party, with the opinions 
of some of our friends on both these questions; 
hat he would a to them that they might take 
that man of the Democratic party who went the 
fyrthest for a protective tariff and for internal 
improvements, and he was infinitely safer than 
the party to which he was opposed. Neverthe- 
jess, he regretted this diversity of opinion, as he 
had before remarked, because he viewed in it the 
elements of the weakness of the =. 

He went on to deny that Mr. Jefferson sanc- 
tioned the doctrines in whose support gentlemen 
had used his name, and he supported his po- 
sition by a reference to the acts of that distin- 

ished man. Mr. Madison had also been ap- 

aled to; but neither did he sanction those 
doctgines; and when Mr. Monroe came into 
power, he took unqualified ground against the 
doctrine of internal improvements. He alluded 
to the diversity of opinion which had been mani- 
fested at various periods by distinguished men in 
the discussion of this question. Some had held 
that the power existed under the clause which 
enabled Reantone to regulate commerce; and 
others, equally as distinguished, had held the 
contrary. 

He quoted the opinions of Mr. Monroe, of 
Chief Justice Marshall, and Chancellor Kent, to 
show that they sustained the latter conclusion; 
and remarked that it surely could not have been 
intended, under the provision to regulate com- 


merce with foreign nations and the Indian tribes, | 


that this Government could cut a road. If such 
an interpretation was legitimate, why might they 
notalso build ships and man fleets under the same 
provision for the same purpose? He discussed, 
at some length, the power of Congress over such 
subjects, and the expediency or inexpediency of 
exercising that power. Precedent had been ap- 
pealed to; but nothing could be settled by such 
authority; and if this system had been carried 
out, as It was stg when General Jackson 
arrested it by 

soon a debt hanging over this country but little 
short of the amount of that which hung over the 
people of Great Britain. He recapitulated the 
many extensive roads that were projected at that 
time—schemes which would have cost this coun- 
try from one to two hundred million dollars to 
accomplish—which were happily arrested by Gen- 
eral Jackson; and entered into some further 
remarks on the powers of the General Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. HOLMES asked the gentleman from 
North Carolina to tell him where was the power 
of any State to improve the navigation of the 
Mississippi? 

Mr. DANIEL answered that all he could say 
was, that the States, if ever they possessed the 

ower, had never parted with it to the General 

overnment. ‘There was a clause in the Consti- 
tution declaring that all the powers not granted 
to the Federal Government were reserved to the 
States and the people thereof; so that if they ever 
had the power, they retained it still. But h 
nied the doctrine of the gentleman that the States 

ad no power to improve the rivers bordering on 
them. Suppose the Constitution never had been 
formed: would not the States lying on the Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio, by mutual agreement, have 
the power to improve them? Now, having that 
power, and not having yielded it to the Govern- 
ment, could they not now exercise it? He thought 
it would be inhninaly better for the States to im- 
prove their navigable rivers, at their own expense, 
than that it should be done by the General Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HOLMES would ask the gentleman if the 
States had the power to improve the Ohio and 
: Ississippi rivers without the consent of Con- 

ress, 


Mr. DANIEL said they could do it with the 


ara 


is veto, there would have been | 





| 
e de- 


eet of a protective tariff. In this diversity of | 








consent of Congress, and Congress never would 
withhold its consent. 


Mr. HOLMES then said, that brings us back | might go on with its third reading now. 


| Some further conversation ensued. 


to the General Government after all, as the only | 
power that can make these improvements. 

Mr. DANIEL said that, in his opinion, it 
would be infinitely better for the States to make 
these improvements than for them to be made by 
the General Government. The money, under 
State authority, would be more econamically ex- 
pended, a more judicious system of improvement 
would be adopted, and there would less waste 
and extravagance in consequence of there being | 
a greater accountability. Besides, it would be 
cheaper to the States, in the end; for this internal 
improvement system must be kept up by high 
taxes; and the States for whose benefit appro- 
priations for internal improvements were made, 
would not get as much as they would have to pay 
in the taxation consequent upon the system. He 
had hoped that the Democratic party, when they 
got into power, would have resisted all attempts 
to revive this unconstitutional system; but if the 
doctrines he heard here were to prevail, he feared 
that the people would say that they too were un- 
faithful to their professions. 

Mr. McDOW ELL said that he felt a great dis- 
osition to answer some of the arguments that | 
nad been made against internal improvements; 
but being more anxious to progress with the 
business of the House, and get a decision on the 
bill before them, he would move the previous 
question, and entreated the friends of the measure 
to support h:m in it. 

Mr. WoSDWARD asked the gentleman to 
withdraw the call for the previous question, to 
enable him to make some remarks. 

Mr. McDOWELL declined, saying he was as | 


| 
' 
' 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





anxious to speak as the gentleman himself could | 
be; but he felt it necessary to come to a decision 
on the question. 

The previous question having been seconded— | 
ayes 84, noes 49—and the mian question ordered, | 

The SPEAKER stated the main question to be | 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
Duncan] to strike out the appropriation for the 
Illinois river. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
main question was taken; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 118, nays 49. 


Mr. WHITE moved a suspension of the rules 
which required its engrossment, so that the House 


The SPEAKER said if there was no objection, 
the question would be put, ‘* When shall this bill 
be read a third time?”’ 

Various objections were made. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, the bill not having 
been engrossed, it was not in possession of the 
House. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the rules be sus- 
— which required the engrossment of the 

ill before reading it the third time. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was not 
in order. 

Some brief conversation on, the point of order 
ensued, in which Messrs. WHITE, DROM- 
— HOPKINS, and DUNCAN, took part; 
when 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 

r. BRINKERHOFF called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 67, nays 116. 

So the House refused to ohieues. 

The bill having been read the third time, 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved the previous question 
on its passage; which was sustained by the 
House. 

The question then recurred on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to be excused 
from voting on the passage of the bill, and pro- 
ceeded to say that he regarded the bill as contain- 
ing many objectionable features. He had dili- 


|| gently sought, for several days, to avail himself 


of an opportunity toamend the bill, so asto relieve 
| it from some of the objections which had been 
urged against it, but without success. He had 
expressed his views upon the subject some weeks 
since, when it was in the Committee of the Whole, 
and had then sought to equalize the appropri- 
ations contemplated by the bill, according to the 
importance of the objects for which they were 
intended; and at that time the a ypropriation for 








The question then recurred on the engrossment 
of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and resulted—yeas 110, 
nays 75; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Carey, Carroll, Causin, 
Chilton, Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Darragh, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Dickey, Douglas, Duncan, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Byram Green, | 
Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. In- 


ersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley | 
3. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Daniel | 


P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, Marsh, Mathews, 
McCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, 
Petit, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Charies M. Reed, Relfe, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, David L. Seymour, Slidell, Albert Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stet- 
son, Stewart, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, ‘Til- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, 

Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William Wright—110. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidiack, James Black, James A. Black, Boyd, 
Brengle, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman , Cobb, Coles, 
Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Drom- 
le, Farlee, Ficklin, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, 


clivaine, Edward J. | 
Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Patterson, | 





iolmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, 

Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, McClernand, 
McConnell, McKay, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John T. 
Smith, Robert Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, 
‘Thompson, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—75. 

Some conversation then ensued as to the con- 
dition of the bill. - 

The SPEAKER said the bill was not en- 
grossed. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then remarked that all 
debate was out of order under these circumstances; 
and if the bill was to be taken up on its third 
reading, he should require its entire reading ac- 
cording to the rules. 


eee nn LLY OAS aS 


the improvement of the lower Ohio, the Missis- 
sippi, and some other rivers, had been increased 
from $180,000 to $223,000, so as to equalize the 
appropriation with the amounts which had been 
agreed upon for the upper Ohio and the lake har- 
bors. With this amendment, the bill would have 
been less objectionable; but, althoughagreed upon 
inthe Committee of the Whole, it had been stricken 
out in the House, while the amounts for the upper 
Ohio and the lake harbors had been retained. The 
bill as it now stood was objectionable; first, be- 
cause it imbodied, in a confused mass, various 
distinct and independent objects of appropriation; 
and, secondly, because the appropriations for 
these objects were unequal and unfair, because 
they were not sidhimated by any regard for the 
| public interests. 

A glance at the provisions of the bill would 
show this to be so. The bill, in the first case, 
setting out with an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the western rivers, commencing at the 
Gulf of Mexico, and embracing the Mississippi, 
Ohio, Missouri, and Arkansas, transfers its oper- 
ation, bya single leap, to the theater of the north- 
ern lakes, and makes large appropriations for the 
harbors on these lakes, including some twent 
or thirty in number, located at short intervals 
from Milwaukee, in Wisconsin, to Burlington, in 
the State of Vermont. 

Now, this was unwise, if not wrong. The 
rivers should be permitted to stand upon their 
own merits, and so also the lakes. They should 
not be made dependent upon each other. The 
appropriations for them should not be placed in 
such a relation that either both must succeed or 
both fall. There were those who thought that a 
class of the rivers of the West was entitled to the 
aid of this Government, but who were opposed 
to appropriating its revenues for the construction 
of harbors on the lakes, and e con . Gentle- 
men were advised of this by the remarks made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Ruert]) 
the other day, and other gentlemen who spoke to 
the bill. Why, then, persist in continuing a 
forced and unnatural connection between the two 
measures? Was it not better that they should 
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be separated, and thus be permitted to stand or 
fall, according to their several merits, than to be 
continued in illicit connection? It had already 
been charged by several gendemen that the union | 
of the two measures is the result of bargaining 
and log-rolling; that it was not only the purpose 
to carry this billin this way, but alse an eastern 
harbor bill in the same way. I speak plainly— 
that an eastern and western bill, appropriating, 
in the aggregate, sume two million dollars, were 
to be carried through this House, not from a re- 
gard to the interests of the country, but by the 
force of bargain between the peculiar friends of | 
both. For one, Mr. McC. denied that he was in | 
nr wise cognizant ora party tosuch a contract. | 

t would be better that no appropriations should | 
be made at all than that the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment, coming from the sweat of the toiling 
multitude, should be thus seized upon and dis- 
tributed as the spoil of conquest. The corrupting 
influence of such a system of legislation would 
be fatal to the purity of this body, and ultimately | 
to the liberties of the people. It would not even 
find an apology in any partial benefits that might 
cesult from it. 

He could not believe that such was the case, | 
yet such an apprehension seemed to be enter- 
tained; and that was enough of itself to show the | 
importance of separating the appropriations for 
the rivers and lakes from each other. It was all 
important that the legislation of this body should | 
ve vindicated from such injurious imputations. 


people, it would challenge resistance, rather than 
sommand obedience. 

The truth of the last objection which he had 
mentioned was manifest, The appropriations con- 
emplated by the bill were not only unequal, but 
they were unfair and unjust, when compared with 
-+he objects for which they were intended. 

The sum of $100,000 was to be appropriated 
for the improvement of the Ohio from Pittsburg 
0 Louisville—a distance of some five hundred | 
niles—whilst the lower Ohio, the Mississippi, the | 
Missouri, and the Arkansas—embracing an aggre- 
zate navigation of at least seven thousand miles— | 
were cut off with the insignificant pittance of 
$180,000. The result shows that, whilst the ap- 
propriation for the tipper Ohio was equal to $20,000 
for each one hundred miles, that for the lower 
Ohio, the Mississippi, the Missouri, and the Ark- 
ansas, inclusive, is but $2,500 for the same dis- 
tances. 

Again: from further examination, it would be 
found that the sum proposed for the harbors on 
the lakes is still more disproportionate. It is 
$350,000; and, in many cases, the appropriations | 
are for harbors of no utility whatever. Some of | 
them, he believed, were never heard of except as 
objects of public expenditure. There was no rea- 
son for this inequality of appropriation. The 
waters of the lower Ohio, and the other streams 
which had been thus fed, as a step-child, with 
crust, washed a double coast of some fourteen 
thousand miles in extent, and floated a commerce 
of untold value to the country and to the world, 
while their navigation was infested with the most 
serious dangers to life and property. He supposed 
he would not be far from the true mark aon he 
said that the interests involved in the navigation 
of the western rivers were twice the value of those 
involved in the navigation of the lakes; and that 
the losses upon the former, in consequence of 
unsafe navigation, had occurred in a still greater 
proportion. 

© acquiesce, therefore, in such a bill, would 
be like selling his birthright for a mess of pottage. 
He could net, and he would not, thus consent to 
compromise the rights of his constituents, who | 
were nary more interested in the navigation 
of the lower Ohio and Mississippi than they were 
in the upper Ohio. 

This eh if it should become a law, would 
subject the country to taxation to the amount it | 
appropriates; and the people of Illinois would 
have to contribute their proportion of the amount. 
They would have to contribute their proportion of 
near a million dollars, whilst their share of the sum 
to be distributed would be a mere trifle—a mere 
pittance. It was strange that so invidious a dis- 
crimination should be made in favor of the Ohio 
above Louisville, when there were the Wabash, 
the Tennessee, and the Cumberland, with their 


} 
| 

Otherwise, unsustained by the confidence of the | 
| 








rich freights, discharging themselves into the 
Ohio below. For these reasons, (not to say any- 
thing of the objections which had been urged 
against the bill on constitutional grounds,) he 
could not vote for it, but felt himself compelled 
to vote against it, 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman 
might make a brief statement of his reasons; but 
the limit to which he must confine himself was 
very narrqw. 

Mr. McCLERNAND then proceeded to give 
some reasons, amidst numerous calls to order. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the 
passage of the bill—yeas 108, nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bower, 
Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhofl, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buttington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Richard D. 
Davis, Dickey, Douglas, Duncan, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, Flor- 
ence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Willis Green, By- 
ram Green, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Ways, Henley, Hoge, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hant, James B. Hunt, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley B. John- 
son, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, 
Daniel P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, Marsh, Ma- 
thews, MeCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, McIlvaine, 
Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Patterson, Pettit, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Relte, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, 
Schenck, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stet- 
son, Andrew Stewart, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William 
Wright—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Benton, 
Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brengle, 
Brodhead, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Cfngman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cultlom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, De- 
berry, Dellet, Dromgoole, Farlee, Ficklin, Hale, Hammett, 
Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hunger- 
ford, C. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kirk- 
patrick, Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, MeClernand, McConnell, 
McKay, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Rath- 
bun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Thomas 
H. Seymour, Simpson, John T. Smith, Robert Smith, John 
Stewart, Stiles, ‘l'aylor, Thompsop, Wheaton, Williams, 
Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—72. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. SMITH, of Llinois, (when his name was 
called) said that, not being able to get the floor 
to give his reasons for voting against this bill, he 
wished to state that the objections urged by his 
colleague [Mr. McC.iernanp] to the bill, with 
some others which he would have stated, induced 
him to vote against it. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved a reconsideration; and 
on that he moved the previous question; which 
was sustained by the House. 

Before the vote was taken on the reconsidera- 
tion, the House adjourned. 





The following petitions presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of William Depeur, relative 
to the duty on Canary wines, and praying a reduction there- 
ot. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Augustus Bradford, for 
an addition of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of fifty-six inhabitants of 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri, asking Congress to establish a 
post route from Nashville, ‘Tennessee, by Golconda, Tili- 
nois, and the city of Cape Girardeau, to Springfield, Mis- 
sourt; which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RITTER: The proceedings of a meeting held in 
Reading, Pennsylvania, without distinction of pry, pro- 
oe any alteration of the present tariff. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of William Bradstreet, 
praying for an allowance of the bounty on the fishing 
schooner Mary, of Newburyport. 

By Mr. BLACK, of Pennsylvania: Four petitions, signed 
by ninety-two citizens of Cumberland and Perry counties, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress that the four companies of 
horse artillery now in service be restored to a peace es- 
tablishment of one hundred men each, rank and file; which 
were referred to the Military Committee. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Cumberland 
county, Pennsylvania, against apy alteration in the pres- 
ent tariff; which was referred to the Committee the 
Whole. 

By Mr. STILES: The memorial of the masters and 
owners of vessels and steamboats navigating the Savan- 
nah river, praying the erection of additional beacons and 
buoys in said river ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The testimony from the 
War Department, in support of the claim of James Lloyd, 
of Indiana, for an increase of pension as a wounded ma- 
rine ; which was referred to the Commitiee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: Several memo- 
rials from Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
sage of the tariff bill reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, aud deprecating any change in the existing 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, -fpril 22, 1844. 
Mr. BREESE presented a memorial 
Houghton and twenty-six others, citizens of Sap, 


gamon county, Illinois, against the annexat; 
of Texas; which was referred to the Co; a 


from A. 


on Pereien Relations. Mmittee 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memori 
Samuel P. Strickland and two hundred and vm 


teen others, citizens of Bangor, Maine, Without 
distinction of party, in favor of the 


, annexation o 
Texas to the Union. The memorialists say: f 


‘ Believing that the separate existence of Texas as 
independent nation would become troublesome if not d = 
gerous to us; that in time it will become estranged + 
hostile, and perhaps allied with foreign nations with may 
we might be at war, and that even in peace all our ome 
interests must suffer from unequal competition and nfs. 
vorable diversions of its trade through other channels: a 
believing that its incorporation with us will give us a bom 
boundary ; that it will add to our security and strength “4 
war, and to our navigation and commerce in peace : a 
tending the market for our manufactures, and inereasin, 


“ : . asin 
our internal trade ; opening a wide field for the adventurous 
enterprise of our people, and securing similar if not equally 


important benefits as those derived from the acquisition of 
Louisiana, which the wisdom of our fathers saw no calise 
for rejecting, and which their descendants have ne 


Ver see 
cause to regret.’? . 


The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a remonstrance of 
sundry inhabitants of the county of Jefferson 
New York, against the passage of the tariff )ilj 
reported by the Committee of Ways and Means 
in the other House; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Also, a petition from the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of New York, praying that Congress 
would establish a branch mint in that city; and 
setting forth that foreign gold coin particularly is 
flowing into that city extensively, and that the 
merchants are unwilling to take the expense and 
risk of transporting it to the Mint at Philadelphia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Also, a remonstrance of a large number of per- 
sons, styling themselves inhabitants of Rochester, 
New York, remonstrating against the annexation 
of Texas to the Union. Also, accompanying the 
remonstrance, a paper said to have been circu- 
lated with it, being a petition for the annexation; 
and containing, in columns of names, such citi- 
zens as are in favor of the annexation, with the 
right to hold slaves, and such as are in favor, 
without that right; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
in strong terms against the annexation of Texas 
to the Union, both for the want of constitutional 
powerand the inexpediency of the measure; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Also,a resolution, signed by Caleb Pierce, Pres- 
ident, which was unanimously adopted at a great 
Democratic Tyler mass meeting, held at the large 
saloon of the Chinese Museum on Saturday even- 
ing last, resolving that they are decidedly in favor 
of the reannexation of Texas to the United States, 
and tendering to General Jackson and President 
Tyler the thanks of the meeting for the decided 
stand which they have taken in reference to this 
important and all-absorbing question. 

Iso, other resolutions, adopted a few days ago 
by citizens of Philadelphia, strongly commending 
the course of President Tyler in regard to Texas, 
and its annexation to the United States; and also 
complimentary resolves in favor of General Jack- 
son, the Hon. R. J. Walker, of the Senate, and 
William Wilkins, Secretary of War, for the man- 
ner in which they had favored the annexation; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Also, two memorials from citizens of Peansyl- 
vania, in favor of the continuation of the present 
tariff; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. UPHAM presented resolutions adopted at 
a public meeting held in Lunenburg, Vermont, on 
the 4th of April, against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States, by treaty or otherwise, as 
dangerous to the stability of the Union; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
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porting to be one signed by owners of 
ris and steamboats on the lakes, setting forth 
tbe want of a harbor on the west side of Lake 
Michigan, and asking for an appropriation for 

construction of one at Sheboygan; which was 
jeferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
rted back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, bill from the 
House supplementary to the act for the relicf of 
Blizabeth Gresham. : 

He also, from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report on the petition of William J. Moody; 
yhich was ordered to lie upon the table, and be 

inted. 

Pon motion of Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition in behalf of Mrs. Green; 
und it was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill grant- 
ing a pension to James Duffey; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE gave notice that he would, 
on to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the better protection of the commerce on the lakes. 


TREATY WITII TEXAS. 


Mr. ARCHER remarked that he understood 
that an important executive communication had 
been received; he therefore moved that the Sen- 
aie proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, With a view of having that communication 
referred and ordered to be printed; the Senate to 
resume legislative business in time to enable the 
honorable Senator from New York [Mr. anos 
to finish his remarks on the subject of the tariff. 

The motion was agreed to. The galleries were 
ordered to be cleared, and the doors of the Senate 
were closed. 

When the doors were reopened, the Senate 
adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, -fpril 22, 1844. 


The Journal having been read, 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
inorder was the motion to reconsider the vote on 
passing the bill making appropriations for the im- 
provement of certain western harbors and rivers. 

Mr. HOUSTON asked the general consent of 
the House to take up the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill giving the assent of Congress to the 
holding of an extra session of the Legislature of 
the Territory of lowa. 

Mr. STEENROD and others called for the 
orders of the day. 

Mr. CLINCH asked the general consent of the 
House to introduce a bill to provide for the pay 
of four companies of Georgia militia, who served 
in the Indian wars. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. COBB moved to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in 
order, and again stated the question before the 

ouse. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved the previous 
question; which was seconded—ayes 85, noes 48. 

Mr. BARNARD asked if it was in order to 
Move to postpone the question ? 

The SPEAKER said that it was not. 

he question on now putting the main question 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. DICKINSON called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was taken, and 
—— in the negative—yeas 73, nays 111; as 
ollows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Bidiack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Causin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman; 
Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickin- 
son, Dromgoole, Farlee, Grider, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, 
quiet, Holmes, Hopkins, HouSton, Hubard, Hughes, 
7eorge W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, 
McC lernand, McConnell, McKay, Edward J. Morris, Nor- 
tis, Parmenter, Payne, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, 

hett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Thomas 8. Seymour, Si- 
wons, Simpson, John T. Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, 


Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Wheaton, Williams, | 


Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, | 
Benton, Bower, Bowlin, Brengle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Mil- 
ton Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Clinch, | 
Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragin, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Douglas, Ellis, Elmer, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Willis 
Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Henley, 
Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersull, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave 
Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, John P. 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Labranche, Leon- 
ard, Lyon, Marsh, Mathews, MeCauslen, McClelland, Me- 
Dowell, Mellvaine, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Owen, Pettit, Peytou, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. 
Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Rob- 
inson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strong, Summers, ‘Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William 
Wright—111. 


GEORGIA MILITIA. 

Mr. CLINCH, on leave, introduced a bill to | 
provide for the settlement of the claims of the State 
of Georgia, for the service of four companies of 
her militia in the years 184] and 1842; which was 


read a first and second time, and committed to the || 








House had just disposed of the western harbors 


and rivers bill, and there was another bill relating | 


to eastern rivers and harbors, which stood on the | 
He would es if it || 


question of its passage. 
was in order to move to take up that bil 
the purpose of disposing of it? 
The SPEAKER replied that it was not in order. 
Mr. BARNARD then moved a suspension of 
the rules, for the purpose of moving to take up 


that bill. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would require a 
vote of two thirds. 

Mr. BARNARD replied that the other bill had 
been taken up by a vote of two thirds; and he 
hoped this would be taken up in the same way. 

r. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and 
nays on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, and they were ordered; and resulted—yeas 
105, nays 88; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Crans- 
ton, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dellett, Dickey, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Willis 

sreen, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. John- 
son, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, 
Marsh, McClelland, Mellivaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Murphy, Newion, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, 
Elish R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, 
Ramsey, Charlies M. Reed, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, 
Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
eranc, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
Stiles, Strong, Summers, ‘Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wethered, 


now for 





Wheaton, White, Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost— | 


105. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, 
James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, 


Boyd, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Keuben | 


Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Join W. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, 
Foster, French, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Henley,Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew Jolinson, Goerge 
W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, Maclay, Mathews, MeCaus- 
len, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph 
Morris, Nes, Norris, Owens, Payne, Pettit, Rathbun, David 
5. Ried, Reding, Rhett, Roberts, Russell, Thomas UH. Sey- 


mour, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, | 


Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stone, Taylor, 


Thompson, Wentworth, Williams, Woodward, and Joseph | 


A. Wright—8. 
So the rules were not suspended, 
CLAIMS ON DENMARK. 


Mr. NEWTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; and it was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House what measures, if any, are 
now in progress to obtain from the Government of Den- 
mark indemnity fur three ships and their cargoes, sent by 
Commodore John Paul Jones, in the year 1799, as prizes 
into Bergen, and there surrendered by order of the Danish 
King to the British minister, in obedience to the demand 
of that minister; whether the treaty concluded between 
our Government and Denmark in 1830, in pursuance of 
which $650,000 was paid by Denmark to the Government 
of the United States, in satisfaction of all claims which 
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had heretofore been preferred by citizens of the United 
States on the Government of Denmark, did, in its execu- 
tion, embrace the claim to indemnity for the aforesaid 
prizes sent by Commodore John Paul Jones tnto Bergen ; 
and, if not so included, are the claimants to those prizes 
excluded by the terms of that treaty from further claim oa 


the Government of Denmark. 
THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McKAY rose, and stated that he would 


;} now make the motion of which he some days 





|| since gave notice—that the House resclve itself 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up the tariff 
bill; but first, that there might be a full attend- 
ance, he would move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER put the question; and the 
motion was agreed to. 

The roll being called, one hundred and cighty- 
nine members answered to their names. 

The names of the absentces being called, six 
others answered, making in all one hundred and 
ninety-five members present. Excuses were 
made for those who were absent, individually; 
and the call being énded, 

Mr. McKAY renewed his motion, that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


||} Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 


neneene: manneen AG ccvune || of taking up the tariff bill; and on this motion 


Mr. BARNARD rose, and remarked that the | 


| he asked for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 104, nays 94; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chap- 
pell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, 


| John W. Davis, Douglas, Dromgoole, Dunean, Dunlap, El- 








Sareea at te mere ot ea omer ne aemncennaminnrnnparar mang 


mer, Ficklin, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hammett, Har- 
alson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungertord, James B. Hunt, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leon- 
ard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, Maclay, Mathews, McCauslen, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Em- 
ery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Red- 
ing, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Thomas H. 
Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 


| Strong, Taylor, Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, 


Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—104. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Mil 
ton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, 
Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Ellis, Farllee, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Foster, Giddings, Willts Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hays, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Joseph KR. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Marsh, Melivaine, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ran,- 
sey, Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Spence, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomas- 
son, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost— 


|} 94. 


So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Hopxiys in the chair.) 

Mr. McKAY then moved that the committee 


| take up bill (No. 213) entitled ‘A bill to modify 
| and amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide 


revenue from imports, and to change and modify 


| existing laws imposing duties on imports, and 


for other purposes,’ ’’ approved August 30, 1842. 


This motion being carried without a division, 
the bill was taken up and read through. 

The Clerk again read the first clause. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to strike out, 
in the third line, the word ‘** September,”’ and in- 
sert “* January;” and in the fourth line, strike 
out the word “ four,’’ and insert the word ‘* five.” 
This clause, as reported, proposes that the bili 
shall take effect from and after the first Septem- 
ber next; and the amendment proposes to fix the 
Ist January, 1845. He said this alteration was 
necessary, that persons engaged in commercial 
pursuits might have proper notice of such a great 
change as this bill proposes to make. 

Mr. OWEN proposed, at the outset of the de- 
bate on this important subject—for all would ad- 
mit that it was an pee speak to 
the general principles of the bill, rather than to 
the amendment, by which a change was proposed 
in the period for the commencement of its opera- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and remarked 
that the parliamentary rule would confine the 
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gentleman to the question pending on the amend- 
ment; and hence he should be under the necessi- 
ty of limiting the gentleman to that question, 
unless, by some expression of its opinion, the 
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Mr. McKAY hoped the committee would con- 
sent to take the course suggested by his friend 
from Virginia, as the next item would bring up 
the merits of the bill. If, however, the gentle- 


committee would assent to a general debate of || man from Pennsylvania had waited a little, he 


* the principle involved in this bill, and in the law 


which this bill proposes to amend, at this time. 

Mr. C.J, INGERSOLL inquired what deci- 
sion the Chair made? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the Chair had 
made no decision. He had simply remarked that 
the parliamentary rule limited debate to the pend- 
ing question; but as general principles were usu- 
ally discussed in committee, and as they would 
be discussed on this bill, he thought, in justice to 
all parties, the committee should determine what 
course should now be pursued. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL concurred with the 
Chair that it was advisable to have some expres- 
sion of the opinion of the committee on this sub- 

ect. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that the whole subject 
would be thrown open by a motion to strike out 
the first section of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, hoped the committee 
would consent to open the debate at large now on 
this bill, for it must come before it was got out of 
committee, 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON said, if the object could be 
accomplished thereby, he would move that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Owen] have leave 
to proceed. 

ir. DAVIS, of Indiana, said he also, if he 
could put a motion in any shape by which it could 
be done, would test the sense of the committee 
on that point, He hoped the debate would not 
be restricted. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that he 
must say, but with no unkind feeling to any gen- 
tleman, that if they did not go to the business of 
the House at once—if they were to sit there sev- 
eral weeks to hear debates on the beauties of free 
trade, and the merits of the protective system— 
where would be the end of the matter? Let the 
committee address itself to its business; let them 
go at once to the details of this bill, and there 
would be opportunities sufficient hereafter to dis- 
cuss the principles which it involved. 

Mr. OWEN asked the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if, in the course of his legislative expe- 
rience, he had ever known the course pursued 
which he now suggested? Had he ever known 
such a bill discussed on its details without the 
discussion becoming general on its principles? 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said he had heretofore 
contended that in the Committee of the Whole 
they could say what they pleased; but he desired 
to have a decision from the Chair. 

Mr. HARDIN inquired if it was in order to 
move to strike out the first section. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, since the opinion of 
the committee was desired, he begged leave tu say 
a word or two. Heconcurred with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the merits of the bill— 
the propriety or mentee of high or low duties 
-—could not properly be discussed on the simple 
question involving the time when this bill should 
take effect. He hoped, therefore, that the parlia- 
mentary rule would - adhered to, and that a pro- 
tracted debate would not be gone into on the ques- 
tion whether this bill should take effect on the 
Ist September or the Ist January next. He be- 
lieved the time designated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was the proper time; but after that 
question had been decided, the very first question 
which would arise on the first section would be a 
proposition to change and modify and reduce ex- 
isting duties; and that would open the whole debate 

on the principle of the bill, and whether the duties 
to be imposed should be restricted to revenue or 
be so imposed as to operate to the protection of 
manufactures. The first section of the bill pro- 


would have. found that he would have submitted 
a motion to change the day fixed on in the bill 
either to the Ist of January or the Ist of July. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that he 
was not aware of any such intention on the part 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. McKAY said he did not complain. He 

then stated some reasons why the committee had 
| fixed the day mentioned in the bill; and added 
that he was of opinion that when radical changes 
were made in the duties imposed on imports, a 
| reasonable time should be allowed to merchants, 
importers, and other parties whose interests were 
involved, to accommodate their business to the 
altered system, for the orders for the fall business 
would be given before the Ist September; and the 
committee would recollect that a very early day 
was fixed for the act of 1842 to go into operation. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said every one knew 
that act was a vital one to the income of the United 
States; and hence it was necessary that it should 
| go into immediate operation. 

Mr. McKAY said whatever was the reason, 
the fact was as he had stated; and the merchants 
were enabled thereby to put large sums of money 
into their pockets. This he desired in future to 
avoid. 

He had received information from various im- 
porting merchants, which showed that they pre- 
ferred either the Ist July or the Ist of January to 
the day named in the bill; and he was willing to 
name the Ist January. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, did not think this was 
the proper period to fix the day on which the bill 
should go into operation. It might be so modified 
that he should not care to see it in operation be- 
fore the year 1900. Before he voted on sucha 
question, he should like to see what the bill was 
to be; but what it would be before it came out of 
committee none could tell. It would depend upon 
its complexion when it came out of committee, 
whether it would receive his vote to go into oper- 
ation at all. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL thought the best mode 
would be to strike out the day fixed, and leave 
the period a blank in the bill, to be filled up by 
the committee before it reported the bill to the 
House. 

Mr. HARDIN made an observation which was 
not distinetly heard. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, by insert- 
ing the Ist of July next. 

ie. C.J.INGERSOLL. What! the Ist of 
July next? ? 

Mr. McKAY replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. RHETT hoped the bill would be made to 
conform to the suggestion and motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. His principle was, 
that by this bill the people should be relieved, 
and not simply the merchant and the manufac- 
turer. He made some observations enforcing his 
views on this question, observing that he was for 
the shortest period,so that the people might have 
the earliest relief. 

Mr. PETTIT said it seemed to him that both 
| sides of the House would vote for the shortest 
time. That side of the House with which he 
| voted, held that low duties operated as a relief to 
the people, inasmuch as it cheapened goods; and 
therefore his friends would vote for the shortest 
period, if ax * desired honestly to carry out their 
| principles. He should go for the earliest period. 
| Mr. WINTHROP, as the representative of a 
| large constituency deeply interested in both for- 
| eign and domestic commerce, felt bound to protest 
| against the motion of the chairman of the Com- 














posed that, after the Ist day of September next, || mittee of Ways and Means. He was not the 


the duties imposed under and by virtue of the act 
of 1842, * — the various articles in the said act 
named, shall be changed, modified, and reduced, 
in manner following.’’ When that came up debate 
would be in order; and, for the sake of regularity, 
he hoped that the question on the motion of the 
gentieman from Pennsylvania would be first taken 
without discussion. 

Mr. OWEN expressed his willingness to yield 


the floor for the disposition of the pending ques- 
tion. 


| representative of the manufacturing interest of 
| this country, but he represented a city which 
owned one tenth of the tonnage of the country; 
and in behalf of his constituents he protested 
against any measure which would occasion such 
sudden and destructive fluctuations. A bill to 
alter the rates of duty on imports in one short 
month would be a gross outrage, for he could 
designate it by no softer term. 

Mr. LEWIS said the committee were involved 
in a difficulty which he had never before. wit- 
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nessed. They had gone into Commi 
Whole onan oeries bill which ean the 
upon the table of the House, he believed? f° 
nearly nine weeks; and without any examin,:,- 
of the bill itself, the gentleman from Pennant 
nia (Mr, C. J. Incersoux} rose in his place” _ 
without any expression of his views in masaee 
it—without stating whether he was in favor of 
against it, proposed that the bill go into Operat ws 
on the Ist day of January next. He had never 
before seen such a motion made so long as he hed 
held a seat in Congress. What did the Hou 
know about the bill? There had been no discus. 
sion upon it. There had been noexa . 
its details. It would be time enough, when the 
had perfected the bill in all its details, to fix ne 
time for its commencement. But the gentleman 
a singular freak, to the great embarrassmen, 
of the committee, made it the very first question 
to bedetermined. He hoped the gentleman would 
see the propriety of withdrawing his motion, and 
of allowing the committee first to examine into 
the propriety of passing the bill, and then it would 
be time enough to determine when it shall ZOinto 
operation. Butthe gentleman who was the pecy. 
liar representative of the commercial district of 
Massachusetts declared that the question was 
sprung upon the country by the proposition that 
the bill should go into operation as early as the 
Ist of September—a period of about six months 
from the time of the introduction of the bill. He 
recollected very well when the bill which increased 
the tariff and imposed additional burdens upon 
the people was in the course of passage, though 
it increased the rate of duties in some cases from 
six to two hundred per cent., there was but six 
weeks’ grace easels: and here, when they were 
preparing to reduce the rate of duties, and thereb 
relieve the people from their burdens, they were 
told that six months was springing the question 
upon them. He was decidedly opposed to fixing 
any more distant day than the one named in the 
bill. If the bill was a good bill to begin in Jan- 
uary, it was still better to begin in September. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said he should cer- 
tainly not withdraw hisamendment. Freak though 
it was, he would not abandon the freak. And he 
would tell the gentleman why. He would ven- 
ture to say that, if the votes of the State of New 
York, that great commercial emporium, could be 
taken upon the question, there would be nineteen 
twentieths of that anti-tariff State for giving due 
and timely notice of the commencement of the 
operation of such a tremendous engine as this. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman tell me why 
he thinks it is so? 

Mr.C. J. INGERSOLL said, certainly; it was 
this: unless they gave their merchants an oppor- 
tunity of regulating their business in accordance 
with the laws passed by Congress, speculators, 
foreigners—all those persons for whom he pre- 
sumed they were not legislating, would have a 
vast advantage over them. If there was a single 
merchant or manufacturer whose interests could 
be fairly served by a reasonable postponement of 
the operation of this bill, he would never consent 
to abandon the freak by which he proposed its 
postponement. 

Mr. LEWIS said he thought he could give a 
better reason: ifthe merchants of New York were 
in favor of continuing the present tariff until Jan- 
uary, it was that they might continue for six 
months longer to impose high prices upon the 
people of this country. 

r. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had letters 10 
his possession, some of which he had received a8 
long ago as when the bill was first reported, rep- 
resenting that the time proposed—namely: the Ist 
of September—was the most unfavorable time that 
could be fixed upon for its commencement; 
cause it would be in the midst of the fall trade. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was certainly true, 
in his opinion, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. c. J. Incersoit] had stated, that Septem- 

r was an unfavorable period for the commence- 
ment of the operation of a tariff bill. It should 
commence about the middle of July, or else in 
the middle of winter. He was willing that it 
should be fixed at the Ist of July, or even sooner; 
for the sooner relief was extended to the people 
of the country the better. 

Mr. McKAY said he hoped this debate would 
not be prolonged. He had himself received letters 
representing that it would be injurious to the com- 
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-.| interests if it were to go into operation 
oer et of September. For himeelf’ he was 
indifferent whether the time should be fixed a few 
nonths earlier or later. _The committee had been 

yerned by former legislation on the same sub- 

*. He would propose, as an amendment to the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to 
gx the Ist of July. : 

r. J. R. INGERSOLL remarked that it 
yould possibly be impracticable that the bill 
should go into operation on the Ist of July— 
sowing a fair time for its consideration both in 
the House and in the Senate. He thought, how- 
wer, it would be better not to fix upon any spe- 
cije day, until the merits of the bill had been 
discussed. ‘ : 

Mr. PAYNE said he was in favor of the ear- 
ijest day that could be fixed upon, on which the 
hil] could go into operation. He had yetto learn 
why it was that, after gentlemen had enjoyed the 
penefits of the law which they had passed some 
ime since, and which went into operation with 
so much haste, they had any right to come for- 
ward and ask that the operation of a bill to be 
now passed should be postponed. But perhaps 
he was not entitled to take this ground; for one 
of the gentlemen who preceded him intimated 
that the South had no right to interfere with the 
subject. The South had an interest in every 
American question; and in this one he appre~ 
hended that the South had as much, if not more, 
interest than oe other portion of the Union. He 
would take the liberty of making one other re- 
mark: thatif it were not for the Toons interest of 

ntlemen on that floor, when the bill of 1842 was 
passed, it would never have become a law. Gen- 
iemen who were putting money in their own 
pockets 7 means of that bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN observed that the question 
before the House was, as to the time when the 
bill should go into operation. 

Mr. PAYNE proceeded. He admired the mod- 
esty of gentlemen in warning the South against 
interfering with the business of the country. The 

ntleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WintHrop]} 
ad intimated that it was necessary to give notice 
tocommercial men who may have ordered their 
shipments. He did not suppose that any individ- 
ual engaged in commerce, who had ordered his 
goods, could be injuriously affected by a modifi- 
cation of the tariff which would admit those goods 

atalower rate. He did not think they would be 
obliged to the gentleman for the apology he had 
made forthem. On thecontrary, they would thank 
the House for letting in their goods at a cheaper 
rate than under the robbing, plundering system 
which would be superseded by this act. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, said that he 
was opposed to the amendment of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, on the ground that it would 
force this bill too soon into operation; but he must 
admit that the amendment was consistent with 
the whole spirit of the bill. The tariff act of 1842, 
which this bill proposes materially to change, was 
called for by the immediate and pressing neces- 
sity of the country—a ininiahot Treasury, and 
the prostrate condition of the industry of the 

country. The expenditures of the Government 
were exceeding its income; the currency was de- 
ranged; commerce and manufactures were lan- 
guishing; and all the industry of the country was 
embarrassed. Was that a time for delay? Was 
that a time for doubt? Was that a time for stand- 
ing still, and paying no attention to the voice of 
the ee calling for relief? No, sir; the bill 
was passed in August, to take effect in Septensber; 
and what was the result? Why, they saw the 
whole condition of the country cheageh Com- 
merce was advancing; manufactures were flour- 
ishing; the revenues of the Government were 
increasing, and the whole country was prosper- 
ous. The bill was pan to relieve the wants of 
the Government and the wants of the people, and 
It Sa what was promised for it. The 
wants of the people have been relieved, and our 
revenues are prosperous beyond what they have 

n for years past. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Payne] spoke in terms of indignation 
of the act of 1842, and called this bill an Amer- 
ican bill, and the question pending an American 
question. He should not pretend to discuss the 
merits of the bill at this time, but he would be 
prepared, when in order to do so, to show that it 
Wes a British bill, and a British question. Every 





duty in it seemed to have been imposed for the 
purpose of encouraging British industry, and dis- 
couraging American industry. It was an Amer- 
ican question, however, whether the tariff act of | 
1842, with its beneficent provisions, should still | 
be permitted to bless the county. Mr. M. then | 
went on to argue that the commencement of the | 
operations of the bill at so early a day as IstJuly | 
next would operate most injuriously on the com- | 
merce and manufactures of the country. 

Mr. OWEN got the floor, and observed that if | 
it was in order for the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania [Mr. Morris] to discuss the merits of the 
bill, it certainly was in order for him to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman 
from Indiana would see that it was impossible 

| 
| 


for him to prevent the range that the debate was 
taking. He could only decide that a gentleman 
was irrelevant when he was called to order. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, asked if it 
would be in order for him to move another day 
beyond that named in the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

The CHAIRMAN said that it would not; the 
motion of the gentleman being an amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. WINTHROP, by permission of the gen- | 
tleman from Indiana, made a brief explanation of | 
the effects that the commencement of the bill in | 


July next, would have on the merchants of Bos- || 


ton. 

Mr.OWEN then commenced his remarks; but 
had not proceeded more than two or three min- 
utes, when 

Mr. HUDSON called him to order for irrele- 
vancy. If the gentleman was allowed to speak 
to the merits of the bill, he would have no ae ec- 
tions, provided it was with the general under- 
standing that the debate was to proceed in the 
same wa ’ 


Mr. RHETT observed that, when the gentle- | 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morris] was speak- |, 


ing, the gentleman from Massachusetts did not 
call him to order, though he spoke to the whole 
merits of the bill, its effects on the revenue, and 
the business of the country. 


of the gentleman from Indiana were irrelevant. 
The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and decided in the nega- 
tive—ayes 48, noes 95. 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved to | 
amend the amendment by substituting ** 1846”’ for | 


‘* 1845;”’ so as to postpone the operation of the bill || 


till 1846. 
The amendment was rejected—ayes 70, noes 


73. 

Mr.STEWART, of Pennsylvania, then offered | 
an amendment providing that the bill shall not take 
effect till the Ist day of January, 1847. His ob- 
ject was to defeat the bill; and as the amendment, 
if carried, would be equivalent to a rejection, he 
thought the question might as well be taken now 
as any other time. 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, continued. | 
He proposed to strike out ‘*1845,’’ and insert 
*¢ 1850,”’ so that the people would, in the mean 
time, have an opportunity to act upon this bill, 
which was one of great importance to the whole 
Union. The existing tariff had been passed but 
a year or two ago, in 1842, and there had been no 
time yet to determine whether its operation was 
beneficial or injurious. He would, however, add | 
that every section of the country was prosperous. 

The CHAIRMAN again intimated to the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania that he was not con- | 
fining himself to the limit which his amendment 
prescribed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, said he was 
arguing in favor of hisamendment. He was show- 
ing that it was proper to postpone the operation 
of this bill to a distant day. 

Mr. COBB rose to a question of order. If the 
Chair decided that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania was out of order, he hoped the rule would 
be enforced, and that the gentleman would be 
required to take his seat. 

he CHAIRMAN remarked that the question 
was confined to a very narrow limit, and he ot 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania would confine 
himself to it. 

Mr. STEW ART, of Pennsylvania, said it was 





| 
| 
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& question of time. The question was, whether 
| they should fix 1845 or 1847; and he deemed it in 
| order to show the propriety of postponing to the 
| latest day. 

Mr. CHAPMAN wished the gentleman to say 
| what his motion was, that they might understand 
| what they were about. Was the gentleman’s mo- 
| tion to postpone to 1847 or to 1850? 
| Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, said his 

motion was to postpone to 1847. 

Mr. RHETT made a few observations, in which 
he was understood to urge the fruitlessness of 
offering such an amendment. 

Mr. DICKINSON entreated the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw his proposition, that 
they might go to the discussion of the principles 

| of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, was under- 
stood to assent. 

The CHAIRMAN then put the question on 
| the original amendment to substitute the Ist Jan- 
| uary, 1845, for the Ist September, 1844. 
| r. C. J. INGERSOLL called for tellers; and 
Messrs. Stone and Dickinson were appoined. 

The tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 75. 
So the amendment was not adopted. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, proposed to 
| amend the first section, in the fourteenth line, by 
striking out the word “ fifteen,’’ and inserting 
‘*thirty.’? The object of this amendment was to 
change the proposed ad valorem duty on all coarse 
unmanufactured wool, the value whereof, at the 
| last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, shall be seven cents or under per pound, 
from fifteen to thirty per cent. In the bill of 1842 
the duty is five percent. He said he did not pro- 
pose to enter into the discussion of the principles 
of this bill at this time, but would give way to 
others, who were anxious to enter into the dis- 
cussion. 
Mr. OWEN then obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee at length. 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana. Much has been 
| said about the operation of the tariff of 1842, and 
its influence in the country, with the mere parti- 





|| san, who seeks not for truth for its own sake, but 


The CHAIRMAN decrded that the remarks 


for whatever may be held up plausibly before the 
country as a good instrument of party warfare. 
It seems sufficient to say that the tariff was passed 
in 1842; this is 1844; we are prospering now, 
therefore the tariff of 1842 is the cause of the pros- 
perity of 1844. This is his reasoning, and he does 
not suppose that any man is vain enough to stop 
by the wayside and make inquiries. But with this 
wholesale assertion, he passes on, not supposing 
| for a moment that the mass of our people will in- 
| quire into this question, and all others, for them- 
| selves, and not rest on mere assertion or conclu- 
sion of others. But we shall see how this is. 

The act was passed in August, 1842. The 
| business of the country, all agree, continued, for 
more than a year after its ee in a state of 
depression—of inactivity. It was passed ata time 
when the nation was laboring under the conse- 
| quences of the great revulsions, commencing in 
1837. We had then acquired Bhowledge from 
adversity, and a return toa rigid system of econ- 
| omy was apparent every where; all men were try- 
ing to live within their means; there were fewer 
debts contracted in 1841 and 1842 than there had 
been during any twenty-four months for more 
| than fifteen years past; the evils of the credit 
| system were felt and acknowledged by every man; 
| people everywhere were struggling to get out of 
| debt, and limiting their expenditures to the least 
possible amount. This I know to be true in my 
own State, and I presume it was so in every other, 
What would be the consequence of this general 
fact? I answer that several results would follow, 
independent of all tariff regulations. If the peo- 
Ee were so universally economizing, they would 
uy goods to a limited extent; and this would 
cut off sales, both of foreign and domestic manu- 
= that is to say, the people would limit 











their purchases, whether the articles were made 
in Old England or New England, or in any other 
manufacturing region. Imports, for this reason, 
if for no other, would be diminished. Such a 
state of things would reduce the price of goods, 
as that is always effected by an increased supply 
and a diminished demand. This might, in part, 
explain the low prices of laet year, and an in- 
creased business of itself might bring up prices. 
Prices are now rising on almost every article of 
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manufacture, whether foreign or domestic, owing 


to this cause and to the operation of the tariff, as 
I shall show. 

Two things have an existence now that could 
not be said of the country last year: a perfectly 
sound currency, and a partial recovery by the people 
from embarrassment. This sound currency is the 
result of two things: one a fact, the other a prin- 
ciple, or law of trade. The fact is, the withdrawal 
from circulation of a worthless currency in the 
form of bank paper, and the resumption of specie 
payments by the solvent banks. The principle, 
or law of trade referred to, is this: that a worth- 
less currency drives a sound currency out of cir- 


culation, and it goes to seek an investment else- | 


where; when the worthless currency is displaced, | 


the sound one flows back again. As Burke said, 
**a pound note and a silver dollar never travel in 
the ¢ tage tovethe 

This is, in fact, the reason why the precious 


metals have flowed into the country in such pro- | 
digious sums for the period during which the | 


ne of the currency of the country has 
cen going on, and the flood-tide has been during 
the past year. We see now two causes for this 


return of the gold and silver—one a general cause, 


always operating under such circumstances, and | 


the other a temporary one, which must soon 
cease, and the current set back again, until the 
perfeet equilibrium of trade shall be restored, both 
as to the precious metals and all other commodi- 
ties. The temporary cause was mainly this: we 
had our trade with England and other countries. 


That trade, on our part, consisted in the raw ma- | 


terial for many of her manufactures, and in the 
wheat, pork, beef, &c., of which she has bought 
considerable quantities of us for several years 
past, for which she has paid us in such manufac- 
tures as were needed, She had adapted her trade 


to ours, and looked to this country for the accus- 


tomed supply. The cause which I have men- 
tioned diminishing, for the time, a demand among 
us for either American or foreign manufactures, 
the price came down; the tariff interposed, by 


articles which could not be sol 
cost and the duty or tax. 
for the necessary annual supply to England of our 


products, she has paid us a considerable portion | 


of gold and silver. 
At this point the advocate for a high protective 


tariff looks up and exclaims, a glorious tariff, | 
which enables us to sell our ee money, | 


instead of giving them in exchange for such com- 
modities as we need in turn, to promote our com- 
fort and happiness! But let us look at this as 
men, and not as partisans. How long will this 
state of things last? Does any man believe that 
a trade between us and any other nation, espe- 
cially one with whom we trade more than with 
all Europe beside, can last, if we do not buy their 
commodities in exchange for ours? If we sell, 
we must buy. ‘The gold and silver of the world 


| 
| 


' | country. 
high duties, a barrier to the importation of many i] 

here so as to pay 1 
The result was, that, | 
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from their embarrassments of past years, and 
‘that there is an increasing demand for goods. 
, The abundance of money always causes it to seek 

investment in all directions at a low rate and a 
| moderate profit; extravagant hopes by the manu- 
facturing interests have caused thousands to be 
| added to the investments in this direction. The 
plenty of money, and the demand for goods, is 
raising the price of the substantial articles, and 
more particularly those articles upon which the 
| duty is high in the tariff act of 1842; and the peo- 
ple will find that the prices must come up; they 


| 


come up already from twenty-five to seventy-five | 
Under these influences the woolens of | 


er cent. 
Germaay sell readily for twice their cost; and 
many cotton fabrics of England, together with 
bar iron and hardware, in the same proportion. 
And the farmers of the West will find that, in buy- 
ing his bolt of domestic cotton and other substan- 
tial articles, they will cost him from twenty-five 
to fifty per cent. more than they did twelve months 
since. The effect has been, and will still be, in- 

| creased importations during the year; and sales of 
foreign goods will take place at such a price as 
will meetcostand the duty; but who will pay that 
costandduty? Ianswer,as all men must, the con- 
sumer. Another effect of all this: that the price 
| of factory stock has raised to twice and more to 
what it was a year ago, and set thousands to 
building new factories. Well, let us follow the 
process through: when the manufacturers strain 
every nerve, and foreign goods come crowding in, 
what willhappen? Unless speedily checked bya 
modification of the tariff, | answer that prices 


| hotbed manufacturing establishments must die 
under the unhealthy action of a forced state of 
things; bankruptcies, an organized system of 
smuggling will follow; and if afew years should 
roll around before this catastrophe happen, and 
the time be sufficient for the ball to gather largely, 
we ma 
| carry distress and misery throughout the whole 
How are we to avoid this state of 
things? is the question that all men of reflection 
are willing to ask, and desire to have answered. 
Well, we have determined, that, so far as the 
currency of the country is connected with legis- 
lation, from the past, the lesson we have learned 
has satisfied us that these institutions of banking 
by the Government, in every way and manner, 
or by associations, that they are only calculated 
to give sudden rises and expansions of property, 
of inflation of prices, and sudden depression of 
labor; and in a word, the American people have 


decided, and will again, whenever the question is 


are mere commodities; but they are of such a | 


character and nature, that they constantly seek a 
tevel in the commercial world, as water does in 
the natural, and this they will find. Ifthey geta 
much greater proportion of the currency of the 
world, by accidental causes or otherwise, it will 
in time, seek and find an outlet. 


What would | 


our condition be, if we could get nothing but 


money for all we sell, or if we would take noth- 
ing but money for what we sell, that we should 
establish such reyulationsas these? The fact is, 
in such a state of things as this—in the very lux- 
ury of wealth, we would be in the midst of pov- 


erty; we soon would have nothing to sell; we | 


very soon should have no trade, no purchasers 
of our commodities; and we shortly would be 
where China, until the last few years, was—an 
isolated, oppressed, benighted people; cut off from 
trade, from all intercourse with nations—deprived 


of the improving, humanizing benefits that flow | 


from communications and interchange of com- 
modities between man and man; a glorious priv- 
ilege we now enjoy with the inhabitants of all 
nations, 

But it is not necessary to put this matter in any 
stronger light, for there is no person here who 
contends for doctrines of this strength, nor have 
1 heard any person contend on this floor for re- 
taliation in the rates of duties; thatis left for others 
who do business ina small wan. But E have in- 
timated that the people have partially recovered 


i 


presented to them, that they are the open enemies 
of their peace, comfort, and happiness. 

Mr. DICKINSON remarked that they were 
still for a bank. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, replied, we shall 
see what we shall see at the Baltimore convention 
on that subject by you. 

Is this not the same principle of exclusive le- 
gislation thrown in another direction, having the 
same power under another name? And this name 
is beautiful; it is called that endearing name, 

_elmerican system! But the question is still unan- 
swered, how are we to avoid these things? these 
sudden rises and expansions; and those sweeping 
calamities that follow—reduction of prices, pros- 
tration of all eredit, and the labor of the country 
being at the mercy of the’capitalists? I answer, 
in no other way but by a moderate and settled 
system of revenue duties, which would act equi- 
tably upon all parts of the country, and leave 
every pursuit to be regulated by those laws of 
trade and investment, that, in the freest action of 
the American mind, under a just and impartial 
system of legislation, finds its best condition. 

Such a system will not astonish us at one time 
with a rapid income into the Treasury, and leave 
it at other times wholly minus. One system will 
support the Government and give no just cause 
of complaint to any portion of our people. The 


_ other, irregular, fitful as the wind in its operation, 


will disturb the tranquillity of the nation, and 


leave the country encumbered with debts, to be 
| paid probably by a direct system of taxation! 


I have said the tariff would have an effect to 


| increase the prices. I ask why such investments 


of capital as are making in new manufacturing 
establishments, and in enlarging old ones? Do 
not the capitalists expect more than they did 


will fall; the importer must quit the market; the | 


look for another revulsion which would | 
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under the former tariff? If so, how are th 
get it? Theanswer is obvious. If they have 
such expectations, why did they not make inven. 
ments under the former tariff? or why do th. 
with one accord, oppose the reduction of this? , 

What I say on this subject is— 

1. That it is absurd to say that the manuf, 
turers will be benefited by a tariff which compel, 
them to sell at cheaper rates: that it is only ¢ co 
to the sentiment of the coal merchant, whio Said 
‘he lost on every bushel of coal he sold, by: 
made up his losses by selling a very great quan. 
tity. 

3. That the tariff of 1842 is not the sole Cause 
of the importations of such amounts of specie, _ 

3. Whatever agency it may have had in the 
influx of specie, has been a consequence of its 
| prohibitory character. 

4. The first effect will be to raise the price ' 
goods. 

5. This will excite both imports and manufac. 
tures. The result will be a fall of prices, the 
bankruptcy of manufacturers, and the distress of 
the country. 

6. If the tariff continue as it is, after such q 
revulsion, we might expect such a state of prices 
as to amount to prohibition or a permanently 
fixed increase of price at that point at which the 
foreigner might come in, and supply part of the 
market, the duty on which wat go into the 
Treasury, while the country would pay a corre. 
sponding price for all similar articles, domestic 
or foreign, which might enter into our consump. 
tion. 

7. That it is foolish to say a high tariff, in. 
tended to exclude or diminish competition from 
abroad, can increase competition; for this very 
simple reason: that a part cannot be greater than 
the whole. 

8. If the duty reduces the price, the manufac. 
turer must be in favor of abolishing all duties; 
because his goods would, according to Whig 
logic, advance in consequence; but these fellows 
take special claims to be exclusively friendly to 
the manufacturers by high taxation laws, and not 
by reducing the duties. 

Mr. W. remarked that the main object he had 
in view in discussing this question, was to show 
that the tariff bill of 1842 rested upon the labor of 
the country, instead of the wealth, and that the 
agricultural interests of the West were oppressed 
by said bill, which he would attempt to show to- 
| morrow. 

The committee then rose, and reported prog- 
ress. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON moved that when the House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet to-morrow morning 
at ten o’clock. 

Some conversation took place, in which several 
members took part. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said he should move 
to amend the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee so as to discharge the standing commit 
tees from all the business before them. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
on his motion; but they were not ordered; and 
the motion was rejected. 

The House then adjourned. 


ey to 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of James McBride and sev- 
enty-three others, citizens of Warren, Mercer, and Rock 
Island counties, in the State of Illinois, praying the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Monmouth to Illinois City, 
in said State of Illinois; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH, of New York: The petition of C. 0. 
Sheppard and one hundred and eleven others, citizens of 
the county of Wyoming, New York, praying Congress to 
reject the application of any State or ‘Territory that may 
ask to be adwnitted into the Union with a constitution tol- 
erating slavery. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of citizens of Gorham, 
State of Maine, for a reduction of the rates of postage and 
the abolition or modification of the franking privilege; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE: The petitions of Mercy Bemis, Polly 
Chase, Edith Cole, Isabel Bagbee, Elizabeth Hall, Abigail 
Cobane, Rachel Rowel, Submit Roberts, Susannab Vinton, 
Lydia Saudus, Mercy Wood, Anna Watson, Sarah Jud- 
kins, Ruth Lowe, Rachel Miner, Thankful Bowman, Ruth 
Moore, Abigail Henderson, Lorana Meniger, Eleanor Camp- 
bell, Betty Hazzard, Elizabeth Heath, Genet Noyes, Me- 
hitable Gilman, and Elizabeth Webster, all praying for 
pensions from March 3, 1841, te March 3, 1843. 

Also, the petition of Oliver Holbrook, in bebalf of the 
heirs of Johnson Jordan, to be allowed the pension claim 
by him. 
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petition of Sally Hart, for a pension. 


’ 


io 7 petition of Hannah J. Read, praying Congre 
allow pensions to all widows who were married prior to 


january 1. 800. 


py Mr. WETHERED: A petition from Warren, Balti- 

ore COUNTY, Maryland, representing that the present tariff 

revived wade in all its branches, and consequently given 

ployment to many of the petitioners who were without 
enployment before its passage; they therefore pray Con- 
CoP vo abstain from all legislation on the subject. 
ow Mir, HERRICK : The petition of Samuel H. Gould, 
for the passage Of an act authorizing the Treasurer of the 
Cited States to refund to him money paid for land which 
was afterwards sold to another individual. 

By Mr. PURDY: The petition of some three hundred 
iuabitants of Broome county, New York, for a reduction 


mapas, 
i 4 M- RAMSEY: The petition of Jacob H. Laaiar, H. 
p. sidell, and seventy-two others, citizens of Berks coun- 
yy, Pennsylvania, protesting against any interference with 
we tariff of 1842. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, April 23, 1844. 


Mr. JOHNSON presented the memorial of Balie 
Peyton, United States district attorney for the 
astern district of Louisiana, praying that pro- 
yision may be make by law for the safe custody 
of insane persons charged with the commission 
of so offenses against the United States; 
which was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
fom W. E. Robinson, a naturalized citizen of 
the United States, a native of Ireland, now resid- 
ing at New Haven, Connecticut, praying the 
passage Of a law protecting naturalized citizens 
against the claims which may be set up by for- 
egn Governments in time of war to their perpet- 
yal allegiance; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented two memorials 
from Bucks and Lebanon counties, Pennsylvania, 
rmonstrating against any alteration in the present 
aril; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
the religious society of Friends, in Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, and Delaware, strongly praying 
against the annexation of Texas; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, 
aid with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
joint resolution from the House in relation to cer- 
win property purchased for the use of the United 
States in the port of Bath, in the State of Maine; 
and, on motion of Mr. H., the previous orders of 
the day were postponed, and. the resolution was 
taken up as in Committee of the Whole, consid- 
(red, reported to the Senate, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of the offi- 
cersof the several volunteer companies of Wash- 
ington city and Georgetown, praying to be created 
ito a Separate corps; and it was referred to the 
Committee on the Militia. 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 
Several adverse reports of the standing commit- | 


tees On private claims were taken up, and con- 
curred in by the Senate, 


WESTERN HARBORS BILL. 

The bill from the House making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers 
inthe West was taken up, read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


INDEMNITY TO NAVAL OFFICERS, ETC. 


‘The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill supplementary to the act entitled ‘* An act 
regulating the pay of the Navy of the United 
States, ’? 

The bill provides indemnity to the officers, sea- 
men, and marines, who have lost, or may lose, 
Property by the wreck of United States vessels of 

yar, 

Mr. BAYARD said that, before proceeding any 
urther in this matter, he would move to strike 
out the word ‘* sailing,’’ before ‘* masters,”’ in the 
fourteenth line of the second section. The term 
‘Sailing masters’? was now obsolete. Ithad been 
changed for two or three years; and the same 


olicers were now known in the naval service as 
Masters, 












Mr. PEARCE suggested an amendment to the || 


second section. After the word ‘clerk,’’ in the 
sixteenth line, to insert ** $200 toa chief engineer, 
and $150 to a second engineer.”’ 
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Mr. ATCHISON inquired what compensation 


was provided by law for the engineers? 


Mr. PEARCE stated that the compensation of 


a chief engineer was $1,500 a year, and that of a 
second engineer $900 a year. 


Mr.-CHOATE had intimated the other day || 
that the maximum fixed by this bill for the com- | 
pensation of petty officers and common seamen | 
He then expressed the hope that | 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs | 
would enlarge it. As this was not done, he should | 
Strike out, in the eighteenth | 
line of the second section, the words ‘ twenty- 


was too low. 


offeran amendment. 


five dollars to any petty officer, sergeant, or cor- 


poral of marines,’’ and insert *‘ sixty dollars.’’ In | 


the nineteenth line, strike out the words * twenty 
dollars,”’ and insert * fifty dollars’’ to a seaman 
or marine; and, in the same line, strike out the 
word ** marine.”’ 


| pay of the marines; and the loss, therefore, was 
|| the same as that of seamen. 





The rate of com- 
pensation for seamen was $12 per month, or $144 
a year; ordinary seamen $10 per month, or $120 
a year; landsmen $9 per month, or $108 a year. 
He believed the marine got $7 a month, or $84 a 
year; but the Governmentallowed him $33a year 
for his clothing, which made $117; so that any 
loss sustained by him was, in point of fact, the 
Same. 

Mr. CHOATE said that when the amendment 
came to be considered, he would withdraw that 
portion which proposed to strike out marines, 

Mr. BAYARD observed that the question of 
the rate of compensation was one of judgment 
altogether. It was not a thing to be reasoned 
upon @ priori. Whether we referred to the ex- 
perience of the British Government upon this 


| subject, or to the opinion of our own officers, he 
|| thought that the scale of compensation fixed upon 


by the committee was the proper scale. The 


' scale he found (the Board of Admiralty in Eng- 


Mr. ALLEN desired to suggest that the con- 


sideration of these amendments should be delayed 
until the sense of the Senate should be tested in 
regard to the policy of such a provision at all; 


because he should move to strike out the whole | 


of the second section. 
consideration before the Senate some time ago, 
he made some observations against this section 
of the bill, as introducing a bad policy into the 
naval service. He should not go into an argu- 
ment upon the subject now, because he did not 
think it would be proper, unless the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoare] should withdraw 
his amendment, so that the sense of the Senate 
might be tested upon the principles of the second 
section of-this bill. Before that was done, and 


When the bill was under | 


the sense of the Senate taken, the amendments | 


would be lost. 


Mr. CHOATE supposed that if the motion of | 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ALLEn] to strike out | 
the second section should fail, it would then be in | 


order to consider his amendment. 

The PRESIDENT suggested that the proper 
course would be first to perfect the section pro- 
posed to be amended, and then for the Senator 
trom Ohio (Mr. ALLEN] to submit his motion to 
strike out the section. 

Mr. ALLEN acquiesced in this course. 

Mr. CHOATE said that the effect of the amend- 
ment would be to raise the maximum compensa- 
tion of petty officers from twenty-five to sixty 
dollars; and in the case of seamen, from twenty 
to fifty dollars. The clothing of the marines was 


furnished by the Government, and therefore could | 


not be a loss to them. He would not detain the 


Senate with any extended remarks. He wascon- | 
vinced that the maximum fixed in the bill would, | 


in many instances, fail to indemnify the losers, 
It was apparent to the Senate that, if this bill 


passed, the Department could never exceed the | 


maximum. It wasevidentthat theamounts would, 
in most cases, prove inadequate to indemnify the 
losers. Instead of making any argument in favor 
of these men, he would read a passage from a 
letter of an officer of the Missouri, (De Selle,) 
which described their conduct, under the very 
trying circumstances in which they were placed, 

{The letter stated, in substance, that these men 
remained on board the ship, in imminent peril, 
until ordered by the captain to abandon her. 
Their conduct received the highest commendation 
at Gibraltar, and deserved special commendation 
from their countrymen, and he hoped they would 
evince it by cheerfully supplying their losses. 
The letter then went into a detailed scale of these 
losses. } 

This bill provided a measure for their special 
relief; but, in proposing to indemnify them, it was 
certain it did not carry that object into execution, 

Mr. BAYARD thought $50 for petty officers 
would be sufficient. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts gave them $60. Before 
saying anything upon the merits of the bill, there 
was one part of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts which he observed 
was founded upon amisapprehension. He [{Mr. 
Cuoate} proposed to strike out * marines,’ and 
made that motion under the assumption that the 
marine could lose nothing, because his clothing 
was found by the Government. But the Senator 
forgot that these clothes were deducted from the 
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land) was lower than that proposed in this bill. 


Here Mr. B. wentintoa detail of the compensation 
I 
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allowed by the Board of Admiralty.] 

Mr. TAPPAN thought that the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusetts went rather too 
far. Instead of accepting his proposition, he 
would propose the sum of $35 to petty officers, 
and $30 to seamen and marines. 

Mr. CHOATE had made the motion with a 
view to indemnify, in an adequate manner, men 
who had behaved extremely well in a moment of 
tremendous peril, and who had ample means of 
saving their effects by abandoning the ship. It 
was not an application on their part for relief, 
but an application for indemnity and for justice. 
lf his amendment should fail, and the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio | Mr. Tappan] be agreed 
to, he should feel constrained to vote against the 
bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that the grada- 


tions of compensation for losses in England were 


| made according to the standard of the rank and 


pay of the claimants, and not in reference to their 
actual losses. Ele conceived the object ought to 
be to come as near as possible to the actual losses; 
and that the only way of doing this in the pres- 
ent case was to take the evidence of the officer, 
who had written the letter read by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. He approved of the amend- 
ments founded upon that officer’s representations, 
and would vote for them. 

Mr. BAYARD proceeded to comment upon the 


! arguments in detail, observing that, as the hour 


for the special order had arrived, he did not wish 
to interfere with the right of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Wricut] to proceed with his 
argument upon the tariff question. He would 
therefore move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of this bill till to-morrow. 


THE TARIFF. 


The resolution of the Finance Committee, to 
»ostpone indefinitely the bill introduced by Mr. 
McDvurrte for the reduction of duties to the stand- 
ard of the compromise act, was then taken up as 
the unfinished business of Friday. 

Mr. WRIGHT coneluded his speech in oppo- 
sition to the prohibitory system as contradistin- 
cuished from a revenue standard of duties, afford- 
ing incidental protection. Mr. W.spoke for two 
hours, during which he illustrated his remarks by 
ample statistical references in proof of his position, 
that no system of protection can be dutiable and 
effective of the object sought, that is based upon 
the principle of prohibition. 

Mr. DAYTON expressed a desire to address 
the Senate on the subject; but the hour being too 
far advanced to proceed to-day, he hoped the ques- 
tion would be postponed until to-morrow, 

The subject was accordingly postponed. 


POSTAGE—FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the bill to re- 
duce the rates of postage, to limit the use, and 
correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and 
for the prevention of frauds on the revenue of the 
Post Office Department, was taken up, as printed 
with the amendments heretofore adopted. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that although, gen- 
erally speaking, the bill as amended was printed 
with great accuracy, there were some few errora 
to be corrected, and some changes in phraseology 
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necessary, none of which would at all interfere 
with the character or provisions of the bill as it 
then stood. , 

On his motion, several corrections and verbal 
changes were accordingly made in the bill; but | 
as none of these corrections altered the principles 
of its provisions, itis unnecessary to specify them. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill in the 
second section, by striking out the following pro- 
vision, from the thirteenth to the thirty-first lines: 

Provided, That the editors or publishers thereof [news- 
papers] shall keep a list or register of all papers sent by 
mail and subject to postage under this law, noting the day 
when sent, the office where deposited for transmission, and | 
the post office to which sent, and shall certify and return | 
the same quarterly to the Postmaster General at the end of | 


each quarter, (which said statement and return shall be 


authority on which the Postmaster General shall charge 
the postinagters having charge of the offices to which such | 





newspapers may be sent with the amount of postage col- | 
lected under this law upon the same ;) and all newspapers | 
of and under the size aforesaid, the editors or publishers of | 
which shall refuse or neglect to keep and return the list or 
register aforesaid, shall be subject to the rates of postage | 
chargeable upon the same under the thirtieth section of the 
act of Congress, approved the 3d of March, 1825, entitled | 
* An act to reduce into one the several acts for establishing 
and regulating the Post Office Departunent.”’ | 

Mr. E. remarked that this was a provision 
which could lead to nothing but embarrassment; 
it never could be executed; it would impose a great 
and unnecessary labor upon editors and publish- 
ers, without any corresponding benefitto the De- 
partment. The penalues of increased postage 
would fall on subscribers, who could have no con- | 
trol over the action of publishers, for whose fault 
they would suffer. Besides, if the list or register 
is not sent to the Postmaster General by the pub- 
lishers, he can have no authority to call on the | 
postmasters for the postage on the newspapers 
not returned by list to him. In short, the whole | 
»rovision was embarrassing; and the bill would 
“ much better without it. 

Mr. MERRICK said the provision had been 
one suggested by the Department as necessary, 
when a former Post Office bill was before the Post 
Office Committee; and the reason it was then 
thought necessary was to prevent the very em- 
barrassments which the Senator from Maine now | 
anticipated. However, as it was objected to, and 
probably there were grounds for the objection— 
for he was aware there was much difficulty in 
adjusting by legislation mere office details—he 
would agree to the provision being stricken out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was very glad the chairman 
of the Post Office Committee had yielded so grace- 
fully to the very proper motion of the Senator from 
Maine to strike out this provision. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON also complimented the 
chairman of the Post Office Committee on the 
plastic manner in which he had yielded to the 
proposiuion. 

The provision was accordingly stricken out. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the second sec- 
tion was so amended that the standard size of 
newspapers, transmissible by mail as newspapers, 
shall be nineteen hundred square inches, instead 
of sixteen hundred, as printed in the bill. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill, at the 
end of the third section, by inserting a provision 
that in all cases where the salary received by a 
deputy postmaster shall not exeeed $100, the frank- 
ing privilege shall be continued to such postmas- 
ters. 

Mr. ATCHISON suggested that this was sub- 
stantially the same as an amendment heretofore 
offered and rejected. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that the amendment 
which had been offered and rejected related to sal- 
aries not exceeding twenty-five dollars, and con- 
sequently was not the same as that now offered. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER observed that 
this was substantially a new proposition, and 
therefore in order. 

Mr. MERRICK urged the same objections to 
this proposition which he had enforced in relation 
to the proposition to give the franking privilege 
in lieu of salary to postmasters whose offices did 
not yield them twenty-five dollars a year. 

Mr. TAPPAN did not consider the objections 
thus used of any weight. 

Mr. MERRICK thought, with the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. aan that many 
honest farmers would be found ready to hold the 
office without compensation, in small settlements 
for their own convenience, and that of their, 
neighbors. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 











|| for distribution. 


Mr. TAPPAN was satisfied that many of the 
most efficient and trustworthy postmasters.in the 
| country would immediately resign, if the franking 
| privilege was withdraw from them, 
| Mr. HAYWOOD inquired why some such 
| arrangement could not be made for postmasters 
_as that of allowing them a certain number of free 
| covers similar to those proposed for members of 


|| Congress. 


| Mr. Tappran’s amendment was rejected: 

| Mr. DAYTON moved to amend the bill, by 
| adding at the end of the seventh section a pro- 
| vision, the purport of which was, that the Secre- 


| Representatives, each session of Congress, furnish 


| to all the editors and publishers of newspapers in 


| the United States, the aggregate number of which 


|| he computed to be thirteen hundred and ninety- 


| seven, copies (one 40 each) of the annual mes- 
| sages and documents printed by order of Congress 
Mr. D. urged this as an im- 
portant amendment. His object was to insure to 
| the editor or publisher of every newspaper a copy 


' 


| of important documents for general reference in 
| his neighborhood. It would not incur additional 


| expense, for he believed, according to the present 


| practice, publishers of some papers receive five or 
six copies each from different members of Con- 
| gress, while some editors of papers were wholly 

| neglected, and never got any. 

Mr. BUCHANAN considered this a mere work 
of supererogation. The franking privilege in re- 
lation to the documents remained undisturbed by 
the bill; and members of Congress would pay the 
compliment of sending copies to the newspapers, 
whether the officers of both Houses were to fur- 
nish them or not. 

Mr. MERRICK protested against the amend- 
ment as unnecessary and embarrassing. 

Mr. DAYTON maintained the propriety and 
advantages of his amendment. 

Mr. ARCHER pointed out many difficulties 
which would embarrass the officers of both Houses 
in carrying out this provision—such as the diffi- 
culty of knowing all the changes, the increase or 
diminution of newspapers, &c.; and, besides, he 
urged that it would be throwing a great and un- 
necessary labor upon the Secretary of the Senate 
and Clerk of the iteued, both of whom had their 
own duties to occupy their time and attention. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ARCHER observed, in reference to the 
eighth and ninth sections, that the franking priv- 
ilege had been placed altogether on a footing dis- 
satisfactory to Lie, and he doubted not to a large 
number of Senators who viewed that privilege as 
one of more importance to their constituency than 
to themselves. He believed the objections urged 
against the franking privilege, and the abuses gen- 
erally complained of, related chiefly to the trans- 
mission by the mail of printed matter, such as 
political speeches, &c., and not to the mere cor- 
respondence of members, or the receipt or trans- 
mission of manuscript letters. He asked, if the 
privilege were confined to the manuscript corre- 
spondence, what the postage would amount to? 

Mr. MERRICK replied, about thirty or forty 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. ARCHER thought this sum would be in- 
considerable, compared with the advantages of 
continuing the free intercourse, by correspond- 
ence, between members and their constituents. 
He should therefore move to strike out all after 
the fourth line, in the eighth section, and insert 
after the words, ‘‘ that each member of the Sen- 
ate, each member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and each delegate from a Territory of the 
United States,”’ the words, *‘ shall be authorized 
to frank and receive hereafter, letters in manu- 
script, not exceeding one half ounce in weight 
each.’? He explained that if this amendment 
should prevail, he would move such further 
amendments with regard to the eighth and ninth 
sections as should be necessary in relation to the 
heads of Departments, &c., 

Mr. BUCHANAN considered the wr le of 
cheap postage, and the continuance of the frank- 
ing privilege, even in the form proposed, incom- 

atible. 
' Mr. MERRICK was very sorry his friend 
from Virginia had offered such an amendment, 
particularly after the bill had been settled down 
upon in the form in which it was now printed. 

Mr. ARCHER appealed to the Senate if the 
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tary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of || 


objections to the franking privile 

urged from different sities of The mttton 
would not be greatly removed if the sacks me 
packages of speeches and printed political mar. 
weighing down the mails under the prese 
tem, could be got rid of. He knew of 1 
way to accomplish this, than that of confiniy 
_the franking privilege to the manuscript eine 
| spondence of members and their constit f 


Atter, 
nt Sys. 
© bette; 


ue 

Mr. MERRICK made a few remarks ec 4 

Mr. SEVIER called for the yeas and 
which were ordered. ¥8; 

On motion of Mr. SIMMONS, who €Xpresse4 
a desire to say something on the subject of the 
pending amendment, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tvespay, -fpril 23, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapprovel, 


Mr. Pottock, member elect from Penusylya;,. 
was introduced, qualified, and took his seat, 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HOPKINS rose and moved a call of tho 
House, for the especial benefit, he remarked, of 
those who were yesterday apparently so ea 
that the House should meet at ten o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to, and the call was 
proceeded with; but, after a few moments, was 
dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be suspend. 
ed, and thatthe House resolve itself into the Com. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the purpose of proceeding with the consider. 
ation of the tariff bill. 

The motion was withdrawn for a moment, 
however, to permit the reference of the following 
executive communications to appropriate com- 
mittees: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a report in relation to wrought iron can- 
non; which letter and report were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

A letter from the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury Department, transmitting copies of such ac- 
counts as have been rendered by persons charged 
with the disbursement of money, goods, &c., for 
the benefit of the Indians, from the Ist of Octo- 
ber, 1842, to the 30th of September, 1843, inclu- 
sive, with a list of names of the persons to whom 

oods, moneys, or effects have been delivered; 
which letter, &c., were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McKAY renewed his motion, and it was 
agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Hops in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, proceeded to finish 
his argumept. He presented a table of the im- 
ports under the present tariff, showing that, for 
nine months, the whole dutiable goods imported 
were but $29,000,000, on which the whole reve- 
nue derived was but ten million dollars and a frac- 
tion over; and of this revenue, more than four 
million doilars were collected on twenty-three ar- 
ticles of indispensable necessity, of the value of 
about seven million dollars—showing that the 
duty collected on those articles of prime neces- 
sity was fifty-eight per cent.; while that collected 
on the articles of luxury—silks, wines, &c.—was 
about twenty-five per cent.; proving that the tariff 
of 1842 rested upon the labor of the country, and 
notupon the wealth of the country, where it should 
rest. He remarked that the policy of some was, 
to extract the largest amount of revenue they 
could from the smallest amount of imports. For 
his part, he did not believe that this was the true 
policy of an agricultural people. Their interest 
was to raise a sufficient amount of revenue to 
carry on this Government from the largest amount 
of imports; and the history of this Government 
proves this fact. 

I assume this position, that a fifteen per cent. 
tariff now is more onerous in its bearing upon the 
people than a twenty-five per cent. tariff was from 
1833 to 1837, owing to the change in the currency; 
and I think that this is susceptible of the clearest 
demonstration. If we look at the sudden rise 
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descriptions of s, lands, and produce, 
fom 1833 to 1837, almost double the price from 
ihearticle of cotton to the article of wool, and had 
jime to see its effects connected as it was with the 
“gation of our currency, the importation of wheat 
: 1937, the price that the same brought, the duty 
nid on the same, this would be most manifest. 
P the duty acts as prohibition in one state of the 
wrrency, but it neveractsas a bounty or protection 
to the foreigner. He comes in, not because of 
the duty, but in spite of it, under an inflated cur- 
rency- Ve pays theduty, and the consumer pays 
i, to him; and he receives the advanced price 
ocasioned by theinflation. The consumer pays 
hat duty. But he does more; he pays a similar 
ice to the producer of the home article. The 
fiference is, that ert of the price of the foreign 
rticle goes into the Treasury, but none of the 
price 0 the home product. 

it is one of the cases, too, where the consumer 

s the duty; and yet it comes out of the pocket 

of the importer, who would get the whole price if 
there was no duty. This is the result of an in- 
fated currency. It would be a good result much 
to be desired if it were not true— 

|. That such an inflation invites foreign com- 
petition, and swells the supply frequently beyond 
the demand. 

9, That it occasions a drain of specie, because 
our commodities cannot be bought at our prices 
and sold in the foreign country at sound currency 
prices; the result of which is a revulsion. The 
runs on the banks take place suspension follows; 
adebtis left against the country, to be slowl 
aid by the sluggish sales of our staple commod- 
ities to pay off old balances; and prosperity only 
returns with an equalized currency, which pro- 
duces a healthy trade. 

But to show the effect of the currency upon the 
imports of the country, it will only be necessary 
to examine the following table: 


Foreign Imports and Domestic Exports of the United States. 





EXPORTS. 

185.0006 oe eee eee 101,189,082 
UB vce cncrevecveccccs 106,916,680 5,727,598 increase. 
WH. scrccvccces ecccee 95,564,414 11,352,266 decrease. 
WR vcvedecsee vee eeeee 96,033,821 469,407 increase. 
WBiicvesvee evceccede 103,533,891 7,500,070 increase. 
WD. .rrcccvocccees --- 113,895,634 10,361,743 increase. 
IB. ..ccceee eee eeeee © 106,382,722 7,512,912 decrease. 
WR rcssacscedess +++ 92,969,996 13,412,726 decrease. 

IMPORTS, 

185 s0eesbderes 149,895,742 
BB. ccopscccesccsevss 189,980,035 40,084,293 increase. 
Wilasasccccances + +++-140,989,217 48,990,818 decrease. 
27,271,813 decrease. 
48,374,728 increase. 
‘ 54,950,613 decrease. 
i ica ce on0esecscce 127,946,177 20,804,658 increase. 
IHR... eeeee eeee eee 100,162,087 27,784,090 decrease. 


lt will be seen by this table that within the past 
eight years the greatest variation from year to 
year in the value of our exports was $11,352,266, 
while the imports have varied in one year, from 
1839 to 1840, $54,950,613. We see in these great 
fluctuations the cause of the revulsions of trade. 
The movements of the banks, to a great extent, 
produce these ups and downs. An expansion of 
the currency creates an advance in prices, and 
foreign manufactures are pressed into the market 
ene to take the benefit of first prices. A 
great abundance of paper money depreciates the 
value of the currency. Foreign manufactures 
seeking markets will naturally rush to that hold- 
ing out the oo profits. Foreign manufac- 
turers keep themselves well informed upon mat- 
ters connected with our finances, knowing that a 
sound specie currency destroys our markets for 
their goods. The value of our circulating medium 
regulates foreign imports. The fluctuations in 
both, exhibited in the above tables, shows how 
intimately the two movements are connected. An 
inflated, depreciated currency would produce 
eee under any scale of duties. 
nd there can be nothing clearer than the fact 
that a fifteen per cent. tariff now, is equal in its 
Protection to the American manufacturer, that 
‘wenty-five per cent. was some years since, under 
the bloated and inflated currency; and that it is 
¢qually onerous in its bearing upon the people. 
Ina sound currency state, then, the tariff is the 
only thing which affects prices, except supply and 
. If an article comes from a country 
Where it can be produced lower than we can pro- 
duce it, the tariff will either affect the a 
our consumer, or it will prohibit its introduc- 
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If it affects the price, so far the consumer 
lf it prohibits, mark the result. 





tion. 
pays the duty. 

he consumer is left to buy the dearer article 
manufactured here; and he has another very im- || beautiful system called the American system— 


portant thing to do, and that is, he must pay his 


uota of revenue, that is necessary to carry on | 


or he | 
must do so by direct taxation. 
An idea is Me frequently advanced, that com- | 


the Government, on some other article, 


petition brings down prices. This is true toa 
given extent. In trading with a country where 
an article is not produced, and where there is not 
the capacity for production, the seller, if he have 


he chooses, having no other rule but the capacity 
of the consumer to pay. In such cases, many 
traders might combine to keep up prices. In the 
commerce we have with the different parts of the 
world, we are not reduced to the condition of 
such a class of consumers. The bands of sav- 
ages of North America have been such consumers, 
and they have been, so far as trade has been 
conducted with them, the subjects of the most 
avaricious exactions. We are not so circum- 
stanced. Our people produce every variety of 
raw material or manufactured, from the toy that 
the school boy sports with, to Fulton’s thunder- 
bolt. 
tition now; but competition cannot bring prices 
down below a given point. That point is the 
cost of production, and a fair profit on capital. 
Bring it below this point, and capital is with- 


the whole market to himself, fixes the prices as 
| 
} 
| 











| 
| 
| 
j 





In such a case the foreigner finds compe- || 





drawn until, by diminishing the supply, the prod- 
uct rises to the same point again. 

In regard to any article, one of three things is 
true: either it is produced in a foreign country 
lower than in ours, or at the same price, or above it. 
Now, if it be produced lower than in ours—if the 
tariff exceed the difference—it is prohibited, and 
no duty is raised. If it is produced at the same 
cost, any tariff will operate as prohibition, and no 
duty isreceived. If itbe produced at a greater cost 
than in our country, then, of course, no revenue 
can be raised on it. The duty, therefore, to be 
available as a general rule, must be such as will 
enable the importer to pay it,and then receive 
the cost of his commodity by selling as low as 
the cost of a similar article manufactured in this 
country, allowing a fair profit on the capital. 

In all articles not produced in such abundance 
as to approach aaaioiie the demand, it is evi- 
dent that, as a general rule, the consumer must 
pay the duty on the foreign article; and more than 
this, they will enter into the price of the home 
article as well as the foreign. Price is not the 
capricious thing that it is generally imagined to 
be. It is subject to one general law, from which 
it only varies from accidental causes. That law 
is the cost of production, and the medium profit 
on capital. Supply and demand are accidents 
that affect it. For the presentstate of commerce 
and of manufactures between Europe and the 
United States, the state of things is such that, in 
a course of years, take any given period together, 


it will be found that the cost of production and || 


the medium profit on capital has been the govern- 
ing principle in determining the price of all com- 
modities, accidents only causing departures from 
this well-settled rule; such as inflation of the cur- 
rency, failure of the crops, political agitations, 
and a hundred other accidental questions that 


may arise, that prove nothing against this well- | 


| 


LOBE. _ 





| 
| 
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| 
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the country is in a prosperous state, so far as 


trade and manufactures are concerned; and they 


say this prosperity is owing altogether to the 


the tariff of 1842. Now,if you agree in this, and 
you speak truly, there is one thing I trust you 
will not forget—that this state which you call one 
of prosperity, is possible without a national bank, 
without a great regulator of the currency. 

It is necessary to look at a few things that are 
frequently harped upon, before we proceed in this 


discussion, such as the following: that high taxes 


make goods cheaper; that high taxes are neces- 
sary to sustain agricultural productions, &c. 
Now, it appears to me that the following propo- 
sition will commend itself to any man of reflec- 


| tion: that if high tariffs (taxes) make goods cheaper, 
| then it is unjust to those who manufacture them; and 


if high tariffs (taxes) make goods dearer, then it 


is unjust to those who buy them; and with this sim- 


ple but true statement, one which cannot be mis- 
understood, and which will not be controverted, 
no thinking man will be led astay. 

But there is one thing that these same gentle- 
men must do before I will be convinced of the 
sincerity of their assertion that high dulies make 
low prices; that is, they must put as high a duty 
(tax) on the raw material as they do on the manu- 
factured article. When they do this, they will 
at least show that they are sincere in their pro- 
fession; but when we come to look at the discrim- 
ination that finds its way into the tariff act of 
1842, it will be seen that great pains is taken to 
let the raw material raised * the farmer and used 
by the manufaturer come in almost free of duty, 
while the same article in the manufactured state 


| is highly protected against what is called the 


pauper labor of Europe. Let us see how this is. 
The following is a correct table of the odious 
duties under the tariff act of 1842, upon agricul- 
tural and other raw material, and that upon the 


| manufactured materials: 


Agricultural and other raw material—low. 
Hides, five per cent. 
Linseed, five per cent. 
Wool, cheap, five per cent. 
Cork, bark, free. 
Rags, for paper, one cent per pound. 
Quills, unprepared, fiftecn per cent. 
Silk, raw, fifty cents per pound. 
Bristles, one cent per pound. 
Brass, crude, free. 
Hemp, thirty to thirty-two per cent. 
Flax, raw, one cent, or seven to nine per cent. 
Lead, crude, one and a half to three cents per pound, 
Tin, crude, in pigs, one per cent. 
Wood, rough, twenty per cent. 


The manufactured materials—high. 
Leather, thirty-five per cent. 
Linseed oil, twenty-five per cent. 
Woolens, twenty-eight to sixty per cent. 
Corks, made, twenty-five to thirty per cent. 
Paper, fifteen to seventeen cents per pound. 
Quills, prepared, twenty-five per cent. 
Silks, $2 50, &c. 
Brushes, thirty per cent. 
Brass, manufactured, thirty per cent. 
Brass kettles, twelve cents per pound. 
Cordage, one hundred to one hundred and thirty per cent. 
Cotton bagging, fifty to eighty per cent. 
Cotton cloths, eighty to one hundred and twenty per 
cent. 
Flax, manufactured, twenty-five to fifty per cent. 
Lead pipes, &c., four cents per pound. 
Lead, white and red, four cents. 
‘Tin, in plates, two and a half per cent. 
Wood, manufactured, thirty per cent. 


We hear men talk a great deal about a 
ut 


settled and acknowledged universal rule in polit- || labor connected with that of manufactures, 

‘|| nota word of pauper labor connected with the 
In all cases, therefore, as a general rule, tariffs || labor of the farmer. You will perceive by the 

must enhance prices to their full extent, unless || above table that the farmer is not only compelled 

the price and quantity of the commodity in the || to pay an oppressive tax upon the articles which 


ical economy. 


country where the foreign article is sold is such 
as to prevent imports from affecting the price; as 
in the case of wheat in 1837, when the greater part 
of the consumption is of the home article, and a 


small quantity is brought in to make up the defi- | 


ciency. The price of the home article gives a rule 
for the foreigner. But if the price should remain 
up, importation would increase; and the price 
would be affected and brought down even to the 
price of the cost and fair profit of the foreign ar- 
ticle; and then the duty would come off to the 
consumer. And this rule is so well established 
that those exceptions to the same only serve to 
strengthen this universal law of commerce and 


There appears to be one thing that certain gen- 
tlemen agree on in this House; and that is, that 


| 


| 


are manufactured abroad; not only compelled to 
foster home manufactures, but his raw material 
must be put into competition with the raw mate- 
rial raised abroad. ow, can it be possible that 
any western farmer can be deceived in the opera- 
tion of this tariff law (tax act) of 1842, under which 
the manufacturers share the spoils, like the share 
of the lion in the fable, and monopolize all? But 
on the subject of high duties (taxes) making low 
prices—one of the benefits claimed for the act of 
1842—I wish gentlemen to bear one thing in mind; 
and that is, what I now assert in my place, that 
under the operation of this act the agricultural 
labor of the country is more oppressed than any 
other. That xt this very time, take prices as they 
are—while flour is selling with us in the West at 
from three to four dollars a barrel, pork from six to 
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eight, beef from five to seven—almost all articles of 
absolute necessicy that we have to buy, is selling at 
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But what is more unjust than the duty of eight 


| cents per bushel of fifty-six pounds of salt in the 


twice their cost in the countries where they are || tariff bill of 1842? And even at this price, the 


produced. 
countries where they are produced. 


Mark the expression; I say in the || manner in which it is laid is not fully understood. 
Under this || I give you the following case, to illustrate the 


act, the price of our iron, pins, cotton goods, and i} operation of this duty on salt as it is in the tariff 
even our plowshares and sugar that we purchase, || bill of 1842: 


is more than double their prices in the places of 
production, And will any one tell us of the West 
that we are receiving double the cost of producing 


| 
j 
i 
j 
} 


| <The following are the facts exhibited by a cargo of 
| Ivica salt just imported and sold. 
*“ The cargo consisted of four thousand six hundred and 


our beef, pork, flour, corn, &c.! When men will || forty-one measured bushels of fine Iviea only which cost 


talk about raising the price of beef, pork, flour, 
and corn, then they may talk about farmers being 
protected. But with the present prices of these 
articles, while at the same time woolen and cot- 
ton goods, iron, salt, and sugar, are sold at whole- 
sale for near twice their cost in the countries of 


their production, it comes with a bad grace from || leaving four and a half cents freight, 
|} would bave paid the same freight if sold at ten cents per 


them to talk of protection to farmers. In fact, 


the language is grossly insulting to their intel- || 
ligence, in addition to the wrong done their in- || 


dustry. 

No one thing has helped us of the West so 
much as the liberal movement in England. But 
for the change of the tariff abroad, I do not believe 
that we of the West would have realized more 
than two thirds what we have in the last two years 
for our staple articles. But for these markets the 
agriculture of the country would have been ina 
far worse situation than it now is, and at this very 
time it is the most depressed, as it is by far the 
greatest interest of the country. 

‘The benefits of foreign ve are beginning to 
be known to hundreds of my own district by actual 
experience, who have taken their cargoes of beef, 


pork, corn, flour, and other productions of their 


farms, to the great southern market; who have 
rowed their own hoosier boat alongside of the ship, 
brig, or schooner from abroad, and have emptied 
their loads into these vessels, to be transported to 
some of the islands of the ocean, or to the shores 
of the Old World; and though they have received 
but low prices, comparatively speaking, yet they 
will tell the advocate for a high protective tariff, that 
strikes at this competition in the market by the 
foreigner: you cut off the sales of your produc- 
tions among US, Or tax you too largely to get into 
the market, and we will suffer to the same extent 
in the sales of our agricultural productions; and 
from the day laborer on the farm to the heaviest 
agriculturist in the West, all would feel the effect 
of such a policy, 

The plain, industrious citizen in his field, as 


| 
| 
| 
well as the political economist in his study, knows ] would be glad to exchange this article of life for 
| 
} 


this simple truth: that the nation that buys is the | 


nation that sells. 

Will any man tell us that we can have a home 
market for our immense productions? It is idle 
for us of the West to expect one sufficient to con- 
sume our surplus products. The great and fertile 
valley of the Mississippi alone can nearly feed 
with her agricultural products, and clothe with 
her cotton, the civilized world. Whatare we now, 
and what will we be in the future? Look at the 
territory of the Northwest, that in the next fifty 
years will bring five new States into this Union— 


the whole essentially an agricultural region, and | 


| 


i 





| on board, commissions and all charges inclu 
| a half cents per bushel. 

“The custom-house measurers made of it six thousand 
; nine hundred and sixty-two bushels of fifty-six pounds ; 
| duty eight cents per fifty-six pounds, or twelve cents per 
| bushel measure, and one hundred und twenty per cent. on 
| the cost. 

“This cargo of salt sold at twenty-two cents a bushel, 
But for the duty, it 


ed, five and 


bushel.” 


Now, it will be seen in this case, and this fully 
| illustrates the whole system, that without this 
| duty this same salt could be sold at ten cents per 
| bushel, with the same profit to the importer. Thé 
bill before us proposes to fix the duty at twenty 
per cent. ad valorem. This duty of twenty per 
| cent. on this same salt, taking its rates at our 
orts, would be two cents per bushel. Then you 
vave the salt sold at twelve cents per bushel, 
which, under the operation of the present tariff 
act, has to bring twenty-two cents per bushel. 
This duty of eight cents per bushel of fifty-six 
pounds, is a higher duty than we have ever had 
on this article, considering the price of the article 
the time the other duties had all been laid, as com- 
pared with the present price of salt. This duty 
is more than one hundred per cent. on the average 
kind of salt imported into this country. On the 
alum salt, without which salted provisions cannot 
| be cured for long keeping or for exportation, this 
| duty is outrageous and oppressive, and is felt more 
severely by the western agriculturists than by a 
other portion of the country, from the heavy por 
packer to the citizen who only uses the ordinary 
quantity for family purposes, stock, &c. The 
| price of the sun-made salt has been declining so 
| rapidly for a number of years past, that it is not 
| at all improbable that, ina short time the cost of 
| it will be nothing more than the labor of gather- 
| ing it up, after it is made by the rays of the sun. 
| The people of the West Indies, and all the coun- 
| tries of that latitude, and even including the pop- 
ulation of the whole of the Mediterranean coasts, 





immense surplus provisions of the West. Re- 
move the heavy duty from this article of universal 
necessity, and it will enter into the western con- 


| sumption from the lakes to the Gulf of Mexico; 


and, by the competition, bring the price of the 


|| Kanawha and other salts down to a just compar- 


will, to a great extent, be settled by an agricul- 
tural people. Already is lowa Territory throw- | 
ing her thousands of barrels of flour, beef, and | 
pork, annually into the New Orleans market; | 
daily is seen the humble citizen of the East, with | 


his family, and those of the Old World, wending 
their way into the bosom of the West, to culti- 
vate the soil, to till the earth, to raise the neces- 
saries of life, to transport the surplus, to cause 


ative value. Comparing the cost of its produc- 
, tion with the great articles of prime necessity— 
| wheat, corn, pork, and the like—we of the West 
| recollect something of the game played at the 
| Kanawha salt works some years ago, when a few 
| gentlemen of wealth (monopolists) were allowed 
| to purchase out other small capitalists, who were 
engaged in making salt, and actually did cover 
over some of these wells, and refused to run them, 
knowing that they could make more by running 
fewer wells, having the monopoly in their own 
hands; and thousands of us in the West had the 


| extreme pleasure of paying from one dollar to a 


the ** wilderness to blossom as the rose,’’ and to | 


render the once uninhabited forest vocal with the 
praises of the living God. Now, all that he asks 
is, that his Government of equal laws will not 
attempt, by restriction, (other than are absolutely 
necessary for its support, economically adminis- 
tered,) to prevent him from exchanging his arti- 
cles for the productions of other nations and lat- 


itudes, that he may consider necessary for his | 


comfort, peace, and happiness. Our farmers want, | 
and must have, not only this Union, but the whole | 


world fora market. If this is not so, then we 
should tear Im pieces our treaties of commerce, 
recall our ministers and consuls, abolish our ex- 


pensive Navy, created to protect our trade, pass 
raw ourselves in from |! 


embargo laws, and thus 


the rest of the world, and cease to have any fur- 
ther connection with the great family of nations. 


! 


dollar and a half per bushel for this necessary of 
life. Gentlemen made fortunes. ‘* Protection” 


'by such a tariff law as this, is a question that 


comes home toevery man inthe West. Are you 
willing to give one hundred per cent. to this in- 
terest in this country, and thereby deprive your- 


| selves, to the same extent, of sellmg something 
| abroad! 


Will any name, however beautiful it 
may be, whether called ‘*.#merican system,” 

tecting American industry, or cuytng else, induce 
you to say that this duty of onc hundred per cent. 
is right? or will you say, with me, that twenty 
per cent. is ample, as the tax that should be im- 
posed upon this article, a proper and legitimate 
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| 
} 





spondent’s publica 


reply that precedes his corre ‘ 
tion: 


“ Satt.—Ofall the wrongs of the protective Policy 
are none greater than those exercised towards oe » there 
is an article of as universal necessity as fuel eet Balt 
as much as water or air. God knew this would et 
case, and He made it as plenty as it would vey 
lteavy rock salt is created without labor in 
dies. A glowing sun forms it in the salt lak 
the streams which flow from the salt spring: 
less quantities. ‘The poor people of these pla 
ing else to exchange for provisions and other necesga, 
of life; and they are glad to bring the salt, and deliv. 
on board our vessels, at a very moderate compe 
the labor alone ; and in payment, they ask only for proy 
ions. Here is a business altogether of American industry, 
Our farmers raise the produce; our small vessels carr, ; 
out, and retarn with cargoes of salt. This salt, made 2 
| God's manufactory, is the best in the world. Men Seen 
| or, at most, have not, equaled it. It is of indispensayie 
| necessity in preserving the quantities of provisions 7m ~ 

country, as bountiful as the supply of salt at Anoy ta 

Why not get our supplies at God’s manufactory, and ace. . 

the boon he offers to us? *It is too good and too chea,: 

say our political economists; and so they get a kettle, ayy 

go to salt making, and call this protecting American indus 
try. Such declarations are but adding insult to jnjyyy 
The salt duty is an enormous wrong to the great Wes, 
and we hope the intelligent yeomanry, who are so unto, 
sonably oppressed by it, will throw it off with the indigna. 
tion which it merits. We give below a well written artic), 
by a gentleman practically acquainted with all its detaijs: 

© Dury on Satt.— Messrs. Editors : Amongst the articles 
on which our Representatives in the last Congress thought 
proper to levy a heavy tax, is that of salt, but for wa 
special purpose I am not aware. 

“¢The nominal duty on salt is eight cents per bushel, yt 
the real duty paid on any foreign coarse salt far exeouds 
this, as fifty-six pounds is deemed and taken to be a bushel 
while the salt really weighs from seventy to ninety pourils 
to the measured bushel, by which it is invariably bony), 
and sold. The cost of the heaviest and best article of for. 
eign salt, at the place where obtained, does not exceed tey 
cents per measured bushel, and is often bought for Jess, 
| Thus, instead of paying eight cents, it really pays fourteen 
|! cents, or nearly one hundred and fifty per cent. ; and the 

lightest and poorest article, supposing it to cost the sane 
price abroad as the best, pays at least one hundred per cent. 

“ It is estimated that not less than fifteen million hogs 
were slauglitered in the United States in 1843. Of this num- 
ber probably twelve million were salted—requiring, on an 
average, half a bushel of salt—making an aggregate of six 
million bushels. Of the quantity of beef slaughtered for 
packing in the same year, it may be safely assumed that at 
least two million bushels were used for curing beef; 
making the total quantity of salt used for curing beef and 
ork, in one year, eight million bushels. In this city, (New 
York,) during the last three years, there have been inspected 
and repacked with foreign salt, over five hundred thouSand 
barrels of beef and pork ; and it is fair to estimate wnat there 
have come to this city, during the same period, at \east 
eighty thousand barrels of beef and pork inspected in the 
river counties of this State, and packed with the same kind 
of salt. 

*<¢ Provisions packed with ordinary domestic salt suffer a 
depreciation in value not only in foreign but in our own 
markets. Is it not astonishing, then, that men can be found 
who will advocate a policy so directly injurious to one of 
the most important branches of the industry of the country, 
and in faet to all interests ? 

*¢We have often endeavored to show that the great and 
good Being who creates all things, and with them all the 
laws which should govern them, had diversified the products 
of the earth so as to make the highest amount of human 
enjoyment to depend on universal trade ; that He had done 
this for the purpose of creating and perpetuating the free 
intercourse of bis creatures; that, for the regulation of 
this intercourse, He had established a code of laws, shaped, 
like all his other laws, to promote the highest happiness ot 
his whole family ; and that it is therefore not only bad pol- 
icy, but rebellion against God, to resist these laws. He 
has made air: is it not a crime for one portion of men to 
eoubine and prevent another portion from breathing it! 
He has made water: have we not all a right to drink it? 
He has made fuel: and who shall prevent us from being 

| wari, and call it good policy? He has made salt: aud 
|| when men combine to prevent their fellow-men from going 
to God’s depositories for supplies, they rebel against God, 
as well as wrong their fellow-men. It is with sentiments 
such as these—not in irreverence, but in gratitude—that 
we speak of God’s manufactory. When you see vats built, 
and kettles boiling, and producing an imperfect restilt, 
whose manufactory is that?) When you see the salt spring 
bursting from the side of the hill, and flowing along to the 
valley, while the clear and burning sun evaporates the 
water, and leaves rock salt in massy deposits all along is 
course, of a quality which no art can equal, whose mant- 
factory is that? This is our Father’s manufactory, andall 
his children are invited by him to go to it for supplies. It 

is daring impiety to interrupt those who come. If it is im- 

piety to recognize the goodness of God in bis wide pro. 

visior for our wants, then we have been guilty of impiety.’’ 


It has been rumored—and I do not know but 
what it is entitled to be called something stronger 
than mere rumor—that if this bill passes, and 
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becomes the law of the land, a large number of 


manufacturing establishments will instantly cease 


revenue duty? And I cannot here omit to use the || operations; and by that means hundreds, perhaps 


remarks of a gentleman who is well acquainted || thousands, of hands be turned out of employment, 


leading papers of the day. 
— the publication of a correspondent who 
sad some acquaintance with this subject: and, 
when taken to task for his language, made the 


| 
| 


| with this subject—the conductor of one of the || notwithstanding numbers of them are now. divid- 
His first remarks | ing trom ten to twenty per cent. profit. 


Sir, for what is this rumor set afloat? Is it 
true? Are we to witness such a movement by 
a combination of capitalists at this junction? And 
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